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1) The candidates should note R ule 5(b) of the K arnataka  Judicial Service  

(R ecruitm ent) (A m endm ent) R ules, 2016  that reads as under:

Main Examination:

The Competitive Written Examination for recruitment of 

District Judges shall consist of:-

Written Examination of two papers each of three 

hours duration with 150 maximum marks of each 

paper-one in Civil Law and another in Criminal 

Law.

It is compulsory for all candidates to answer 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 of the answer book 

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.
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1 . T r a n s l a t e t h e f o l l o w i n g p a s s a g e a s e x t r a c t e d  f r o m  a  

D e p o s i t i o n  t o  K a n n a d a  l a n g u a g e :

It is true that I have filed the present suit claim ing the suit  

am ount after deducting the security deposit. It is true that as per

1 5  M a r k s

15 eo^rteb
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the lease deed, the lessee had agreed to be in possession of the  

schedule prem ises till D ecem ber 2023. It is true that, in the notice  

dated 13.04.2020 defendant com pany has inform ed m e about the  

term ination of tenancy w ith im m ediate effect. It is true that, w e  

have issued a  reply by  w ay  of e-m ail stating  that schedule prem ises

require certain repairs and it should be handed over in goodZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
j

condition. It is false to suggest that I have not m ade any  

com m unication in w riting to the defendant for return of keys. I 

have stated in m y plaint and affidavit evidence that for w ant of  

registered discharge deed, prospective tenants did not com e  

forw ard  to take the prem ises on  lease. I have no docum ent to show  

that repairs w ere not done as per expectation or specification and  

sam e is com m unicated to the defendant. It ijs false to suggest that  

w hatever the claim  m ade in the plaint is w ithout any  basis and as  

such  the plaintiff is not entitle the sam e.DCBA

2 . T r a n s l a t e t h e f o l l o w i n g  p a s s a g e a s e x t r a c t e d  f r o m  a  

J u d g m e n t  t o  E n g l i s h  l a n g u a g e :

w ort 2^3yrt
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1 0  M a r k s3 . Explain “Issue of fact”, Issue of law ” and “Issue of law  and fact”  

w ith  three exam ples each.

10“d o r i^o d d s ro c ro o d d ^o ” , “c s d ja d d d s ro c ro o d r i^ ” d o d o “d o d d o d d id :
-H -D

© D d is d d d s ro c ro o d r ls d ”  d o s d ^ ra d D e x ic ro d d ra d « ? j3 o Q d d d o ^ .

4 . W hat are the distinctive features of the R ight to Fair  

C om pensation and Transparency in Land A cquisition, 

R ehabilitation and R esettlem ent A ct, 2013, w hen com pared to the  

provisions of  the Land  A cquisition  A ct, 1894?

1 0  M a r k s
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5. Explain the provisions of the K arnataka C ourt Fees and Suit 

V aluation  A ct, 1958 regarding  the paym ent of C ourt fees in respect  

of suit for D eclaration, suit for Partition and suit for Specific  

Perform ance.
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6. State the circum stances under w hich ow ner of the  

Land/Building have recourse to evict the person in occupation  

under the follow ing  A cts, w ith reference  to specific provisions:

a)  The Transfer of Property  A ct, 1882.

b)  The K arnataka  R ent A ct, 1999.

c) The Specific R elief A ct, 1963.ZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

3 $  o s c & d r i^ e i> Q o ±> < £ ) d js d o o ^ o c o

e > d d  S o d A s o d o d d o d d rr i^ d ^ e d )r !^  a s o o d d r l^ d ^
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7. B riefly explain the follow ing w ith regard to the A rbitration and  

C onciliation  A ct, 1996:

a)  A rbitration  A greem ent and  its Form  and  essential  

requirem ents.

b)  Pow er to refer the parties to arbitration

10 M a r k s

c) Interim  m easures by  the C ourt in  an  A rbitral Proceedings.

doqisd espao& sfc, I996d^ doEop^X idoa ds 10

d O ^ S jS 3 t)A d d o ^ j:
C b k  _ 0

d > )  ^ c ra d o d o d o ? 5 d d
' ‘o _ £  _ c  -d o a

d ) d ^ rra d d d y d ^ d ^ c d  o d d e < § D ? d d ^ d c s d .
' <A 4  ‘O -D

&) d ^ d ra d C ) d ^ o d s o o d d s d ^ o d d  ^ E d d ^ o .

8. a) N am e A N Y  F I V E  grounds available to a  jvom an  m arried  under  

M uslim Law for obtaining a decree for the dissolution of her  

m arriage under Section 2 of the D issolution of M uslim  M arriages  

A ct, 1939

1 X 5 =  

0 5  M a r k s

1 X 5 =  

0 5  M a r k s

b )  N am e A N Y  F I V E  conditions to be com plied for valid adoption  

as per Section 11 of the H indu A doption and M aintenance A ct, 

1956

5



£>)ZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA s±o^o  ssotod, 1939d coo 2d edodiO e±o ^o
' co * roZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

e > d o d b < £ ) d s ro d s ro d d o S o ^ /l a ^U c ra d 0 ,c d fd 4 d d o d b c o

o E ^d d o d  o d s ^ ro id d b  s o c d e jq ro d r ts ? ^ 2o aj Q^.
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9. H ow the Public Interest Litigations helped in protecting the  

Fundam ental R ights in India? N am e any five Public Interest  

Litigations, w hich changed  the course of India.

8 ^ d d d 0 d x ro o ^^  d o d o d c o T o c d F & S d d s c d u d ^ d ra r ts fo

o d c d o e ^ d ^ c o d c ro r id ? e p o d d d d ^  s o d c J o o d X id o d c ^ d c d d o s o d o  

? jc d F C id ^ d s c d d d ,^ d f® r!^ d b c l d ? jO ^ .DCBA
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05 w oortsfc
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10 M a r k s10.  State the m eaning  of follow ing  legal m axim s:

a)  V olenti non  fit injuria.

b)  Q ui facit per alium , facit per se.

c) Ignorantia  juris non  excusant.

d)  Falsus in  uno  falsus in om nibus.

e) A ctio personalis m oritur cum  persona

& ^ftd rodicdo  ^cpFddo^ ds?^.-

c O ) s c o d o d fT O E d  ^ o s s o o o d

d ) d jo 6  d c f © O o d o ,  d c ^
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1 1 .  M r. Suresh, aged 42 years, a  carpenter by  profession, m et w ith  

an accident and sustained fracture on his right leg w ith 60%  

perm anent disability . M r Suresh w as earning R s.25,000/- per  

m onth and hospitalized for tw o m onths and incurred m edical

1 0 © o tfr ts fe

15 M a r k s
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expenses of R s.3,25,000/- and  bed  ridden  for another four m onths. 

M r. Suresh  filed a  petition under Section 166 of the M otor V ehicles  

A ct, 1988 claim ing com pensation. D eterm ine w ith reasons the  

am ount of com pensation to be aw arded to M r. Suresh under  

different heads.

e)_c _c O rJ —‘ ■ * -jiZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
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erooissbd). LKJIHGFEDCBAg>,? >§ori^ 25,000/- drasosoD o ^03jsQ d)v!.d?b sbd
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; co co Q *
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C O  • *
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1 2 . W r i t e a  j u d g m e n t o n  t h e  b a s i s o f f o l l o w i n g  f a c t s b y 2 5  M a r k s  

a s s u m i n g  t h a t  y o u  a r e  t h e  j u d g e  o f  a  C o u r t  o f  F i r s t  A p p e a l :

a) The facts should be presumed and stated in brief and not 

reproduced verbatim
Note:

b) It should be presumed that necessary witnesses have been 

examined and necessary and relevant documents have 

been produced to support the case. \
****  i

The plaintiff filed the suit praying for a decree for Specific  

Perform ance by directing the defendant to execute the registered  

sale deed in his favour on the basis of the A greem ent to Sell dated  

23.03.2018.

The defendant in  his w ritten statem ent has adm itted  the sale  

transaction, execution of an A greem ent to sell and also receipt of
t

the sale advance am ount from  the plaintiff.: The contention of the

7



defendant is that the plaintiff is/w as not ready to perform  his part  

of the contract by paying the balance sale consideration am ount in  

tim e and the plaintiff has also not pleaded in the plaint about his  

readiness and w illingness to perform his part of the contract. 

H ence, plaintiff is not entitled for the decree for specific  

perform ance. O n these grounds the defendant prayed for dism issal  

of the suit w ith costs.

The trial C ourt fram ed the issues and after considering the oral 

and docum entary evidence of both the parties, the trial court held  

that the plaintiffs readiness and  w illingness to perform  his part of  

the contract w as not pleaded in the plaint and any evidence let in  

by the plaintiffs regarding his readiness and  w illingness to perform  

his part of the contract can not be considered w ithout pleadings.  

O n the said ground, the trial court held that the plaintiff is not  

entitled for the decree for specific perform ance. Since the plaintiff  

has not claim ed  the  relief for refund  of sale advance, the trial C ourt  

proceeded  to  dism iss the suit.

B eing aggrieved by the said  judgm ent, the plaintiff preferred  

an appeal and challenged the legality and correctness of the  

im pugned judgm ent on the ground that as per the A m endm ent  

brought to Section 16 of the Specific R elief A ct, 1963, vide  

A m ended  A ct, 2018, now  the plaintiffs readiness and  w illingness to  

perform  his part of the contract need not be averred in the plaint 

and only proof is sufficient. A ccording to the A ppellant/plaintiff, 

there is sufficient evidence to prove his readiness and w illingness, 

w hich w as not considered by the trial C ourt. The  

A ppellant/plaintiff, alternatively, contended that even if his

8



readiness and  w illingness to perform  his part of the contract is not

proved and  if is found  that the plaintiff  is not entitled  for the decreeZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
1

for specific perform ance, still the trial C ourt w as not justified in
•1

dism issing the suit, because if the plaintiff  ds not entitled for the  

decree for specific perform ance, he is entitled for the relief for  

refund of sale advance. The A ppellant/plaintiff further contended  

that even though the plaintiff has not specifically prayed for relief  

for refund  of the sale advance as an  alternative relief, even then  the  

trial C ourt is em pow ered to grant the sam e by invoking O rder 7  

R ule 7 of C ode of C ivil Procedure 1908, by m oulding the relief, as  

the relief for refund of Sale advance is a lesser relief than the relief  

for Specific Perform ance. O n these grounds, appellant/plaintiff  

prayed  to set aside  the im pugned  judgm ent and  to decree  the suit.

W here as, in justifying the im pugned judgm ent, the  

respondent/defendant contended that the A m ended A ct, 2018 to  

the Specific R elief A ct, 1963 is not applicable*  to the present suit, as  

the sale agreem ent w as executed before the introduction of the  

A m ended A ct, 2018, w hich has no retrospective application.  

Therefore, the trial C ourt w as right in holding that the plaintiffs  

readiness and w illingness can not be accepted in the absence of  

specific pleadings in  this regard. The respondent/defendant further  

contended that w hen the plaintiff has not specifically claim ed the  

relief for refund of sale advance am ount as an alternative prayer, 

the trial court could not have granted the sam e, as no C ourt can  

grant a relief w hich is not prayed for. It w as further contended by  

the respondent/defendant that even as per Sec.22(2) of the Specific  

R elief A ct, 1963, if the relief for refund of earnest m oney is not  

claim ed as an alternative relief, it can not be granted. O n all theseDCBA
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grounds, respondent/defendant prayed for dism issal of the appeal  

w ith costs.

D ecide the A ppeal in the light of the am endm ent brought to  

the Specific R elief A ct, 1963, vide A m ended A ct, 2018 and  decision  

of the H onble Suprem e C ourt in DCBAS m t . K a t t a  S u j a t h a  R e d d y  a n d  

a n o t h e r  v s  S i d d a m s e t t y  I n f r a  P r o j e c t s  P v t . L i m i t e d  ( C i v i l  

A p p e a l  N o . 5 8 2 2 / 2 0 2 2 ) LKJIHGFEDCBA

Stzbr zidc&O:

jtradd: cD) zjorfSrf&zb, zjd<D% tiouSjZJdf) dottf&icbZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
---------------- x c4 —0 v G -£ G cJ

25 © otfrtsb

eDOd Zdvr)&&4 £)85dtfrS ZtidQCJddoti)

' s£>& sbzjo&jri cjd£)Oc>3ri&c£), SoD&cb zlQAjtfj&ddoci)

1 V G

s ra Q o io  2 3 .0 3 .2 0 1 8 6 ^ O O e Q u c ra d D  y q ra d d s & e d d d s ro ft

jira o c ro c C Q d 5 D 0 e O  s o d d D  ^ o c ±>  a d frd d ^ js e S

d o ^ o ? 3 i) c ro d o a d :, d js a d c b .

^ s ro a o io  s j£ ,d O 5 D Q e a s ^ d a o a d d ? ^ , s D O e a u o s d )

w d c ± i Ira ^d D ^ d d ^ s d d : s ^ a c O D o d d a o d d s D O e a d ra d d ^ d d d :d ra o a d D ^ )d ? d 4  

a d d Q o a d d :. d ^ s ro a o d d m > d 5 3 3 a o ±o < a l)0 e a d rs d E 3 3 c tro ^d d js d d d o , a d a d
co Q —; ^ _r «<,

d d D o d d O s is d d d ro a d o D O d d d , s u ^ O d E js r id d ^ , d d ra d c o ^ d d d O o s d d o  

s ro a o d o 3 i> d 3 d o s O d d d , s ^ O d E ^ rid d o , d d rS o d o o 3 3 ? d o d s d d js A id d d d o d o  

^ d o io ^d a B A d a D o d o s ro d d d ,d < 3 d e ^ lra o a o . e c d d o o d a s a o d o a a rd ,  

d e a s o a t) a ^ o d d ^ d d o d c o ts d ra d b ^ a o . e o s d rs a o d ^ d a s a o d o a s a a d d ^  

^ D s d ird a d d a s d o s d o s ira e o lo o a d d :.
O

1 0



IIZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

go^peSSQpBZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA  G£2QG£2Qp£ pesgpa cpoi'p2Gi2cpcp2 ss^ pyoccp 

PPOgG£pO ‘CpcpC2pJC£ ^CpppeSSQP fi (^2CpOOGCpD9eP G®3pG£2C? ^Qf^pO^ ^Cp/, CpCpOCi

. ha P806I ecpD^ ^3G£2Q pe^ erpp& sp^^g W££2pojGpx>p

^cppspoceQps cpog'peescpcp p®3p qjqc? ppoccp pp'pppGcs ccpogee cpgpcpoccp 

CCpOgG£2/pG£2gp^QiCp 'p^CpgjpQ cocpopp *Cpppec2QP CpOi'PGiSCpCp p<23p 

QiQQS ppoccp cppa pp(p2QGjpff5 y?g gpog!2qp ‘pjg^ ccpgeg ppogecpo 

opcpoj^j^cpp cp^cpgecp eszp ^cppesseg (^cpooccpD^P G®3pG£2g per^ erppocs 

cpop cp^cpgocijp® y?g cpopoG^gp ‘pjg^ ccpoge^ cpcp erppgpa£jpG£i: 

Cp?2CpWG£ip,^Opof2& CpCp Cp?2Cp^pfV CQppjpCi ^Cppyc^3 p0G£2 ^pp pQGQp CpGS: 

WG£2cpojG£pop ccpDgeg/pGpgpbjcp •og^scp^pop ^cppa goraopo^GP Gaspcezg

O , Q'n n KJ 6r2o“^0
erpp& pep cppep yg pcpycpp^cgopa cpcp cp^cpgp^ cpes: peap

i

crogep/pcpgpGOcp ppcyGaGP cp^cpecp cpjgGn: rapjg cpcp og^cpyGa^p^^p 

G'p'pppep yg p*cpc? cpp^cgoptp cpcp. p^ coygppg ^cppye^ ^pp pqgdq 

epee cgogG£2 y^ p&g cpogp'cpp pa poercp P8I0Z pccoca pppsp %9\ oa>£ 

P£96I ‘cpcpop^^ p<i£2Qpi! 'ppgp ^cpcpoppepogp cpcp ^cpcpop pgcperpGfi

ppp^p p^'p rj'Qp ^cpcpogp^oicp ccpogeg poerypePcppa poppp^p a

ij"

! -CpgGCp

G52p ^CpCpOpG£2 (pSpOOGpd^GP Ga3pe£2g pogpG£206J)g ^CpppGSgp pOppGISpipG

^cppssp pyocps gjgo?; cpogcg ‘cppp pofet^a psog opppa y^g 

GNQGf2gp 'pjgp epogGSG; ?2p0OGpO9GP Ge3pG£2p pogGGpGa a 'cppp pofe^a 

P20C? og?2cyGapg3ygp pra& QP'PP pe£2 ^cpp^GCi; pp^gp pigcs cpogG^G 

yg p^cpc? pyG^p^cpopa cpps ppp^ oapgjpp ^ppycP pqges ^pp pgGQp

s

cpogGSG cppG agoer^^jp Q'P'PP P£22 ^cppcgoc? pyG^p^cpopa cpp2 ppp^ 

coppjpp ^cppycP pqgP ^pp pgGQp cpogGC? ^ygp ^cp^y^Gii: pGaGcg’Ga

i

Cpp2 Q(P(jp2 ppGLpp po^Oa fj'PP ^CpAypOG£2<^P $2poaGp09GP GlSpe^g



^esdr^ LKJIHGFEDCBAtidoiiaQk

C 3B S33^^ Q o, iQ fO dD SB d.

w dd, desjr^ Tj^qjrd s±rac£sB ^dD docrad/^sroSoio  sjo^d

0Q?)o jd s ±), 19634 >B c±)SjS cscO id 2018d sdusoo «5dod dcddSato & Ud3f\ 

«3^oi)S33rb54Q^ cdjs^odd dcddS sso^d, 2018 2330(1 Eodod djadd iD O eD ^croda  

dd,333A da54^eo^  djassar^odsrorbd)© 1^- edadO od dEoadraa ^odsoods^

sradoda ^jd?adad)da dada ^doda^djraA dad aad sradd^dd Jidr^roA  

de^osrodO od odda, Eo^lra^oa artddo iaoda de^adda doodaA ooae 'sidadd. 

cadadacrod/d.dsraaoda daaodadO da sradoda ^O O ed daaoA d dradda^ dadasaaddod  

dO saddda^ dodarod dO sadaaaA ddr^ssaA 6e^de 'dcaar! dEsadrfa fja^odaood  

«30dd dosaddda^ dadoa  oda^odd odaa^de ?aa6odaood ae^de ^dad

dO asaddda^ dodoa ?oa^dda^Q <y. iadadac3ad/d,^s3aaoda daaodadO da ddrd, 

dO sad saodd, 1963d  22(2)d d,oad daaodd dra dadaaaad^od dO saaddda^

dcdarcda dO sadaaaA 6e^de . ‘dw ar! e^dda^ dedoa erta^do. tadadood  

aadadacaad/d^saadoda daeoddodda^ ^O edr d^od dzsa doadoa draeodasad .

ddr^ do^ad © O dodda, 1963^ .ScddQ sacdad 2018d dajaoo «d ^dadQ  

dada n^daradd ddjaerd . da.odaoojad ii?dal uda dassad da dada <sidja,2ada ddad  

'S ia^ 'da, O dadc^ (ijdo 5' edeo* 1 do.5822/2022) d,udrad(3d

dedrda, ddadd£)0^ d^ daeoddodda. ledaord^.
< ro &

'k'k'k'k'k'k
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HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
fro.oftaooi)

Zi 0

MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION FOR RECRUITMENT TO THE 
POST OF DISTRICT JUDGES

2303 c3S>,C&3§e2itibrftf f5C3i)53^0± 5j»50, OlQ3
M o o 0 C4

CRIMINAL LAW
53?lf3^3

QUESTION PAPER

Date: 05.03.2023
05.03.2023

TIME: 2.00 pm to 5.00 pm
£±>TOq, 2.00 Ood 5.00 • o 4 *

Max. Marks: 150
rtOsg 150

i

INSTRUCTIONS TO THE CANDIDATES:
w&©rrtertQ-i

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

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

Main Examination:
The Competitive Written Examination for recruitment of 

District Judges shall consist of:-
Written Examination of two papers each of three 

hours duration with 150 maximum marks of each 

paper-one in Civil Law and another in Criminal 

Law.
I

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.

(i)

(ii)

}



1) ?336C£D5 (?3esi)5S^) (3U&p&) ?00±)5±>/i^0 20i6d rooi)S±) 5(23)0^^
& LderorbE^c^ ©gjj^rrtsto rid^o^cd:

s&& ZjQ?£:
c?i

s?c|© m.olJd@cziti &z±>ub£c£>£) g&dr&J €>sQ& zlocgc&o b&iteoQd^:-
(i) OsQ& ZjOCvC&o atics: Zj&ucti&dfiri: z&jdtib rtovS e>d<pa&

Zj^goia 150 rlozi av&zb - z^ods dzjdtf sddjdZb
—> eJ pa

ds&idodi fyduddUr udd/ddoEJdfido^d.

(ii) toe® &ty$rrt9b gcsdodsjb/i vdzj dg &od> d^iodd^ aort 
zjddc&O zroddddcvdrbzj)d2 did d:&®od> d^urt dozjopzdod 

Jd^d &$z3e> &ort sjddcdO sjvdddod)ddo4 zi>z^0rrid &o3^rt 
ddudtid, & dodtfrdO & dSdodcd d®3r e?afc djdfid 

sjddobO avdQddido.
4 c*i ^ & G

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

Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall 

prevail

z^odo detf ddrf&& &oh pad deb tfdd ddd drdd d.&D.d &od>zjod€) esori—Sci<nn‘ _oq!' 0 0 ITJlT)

qjddotid) dx>Q£jcbd ^a£o ey%Jdd$&od/i>&d.

3) Write your register number only on the cover page of the answer book 

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.

dd> Odder' dozodd, evdd dStfab dojO di3d€> z^dddri zsorid6 ddd zodeddd, 
ded <o€)cdjD zjdcdzjddd. tod ddbdd, zoiodoridQddod avdd dSdcdadrtd) &dejd 
dddo zrodd d^uodudrid fod& dddd^ zjdcdzjddd ocpsjd edds^de dcbdd4 
djddzjddd. dt dedd dddd ovoo^dd deg) e>ddrdri doodddSed.

1. Frame the appropriate charge for trial of accused persons for 15 Marks 

following offences, by assuming the date and place of incident 

and other necessary facts:

Puttur police have filed the charge sheet by alleging that the 

accused persons have committed the offences punishable under

2



)

Sections of Indian Penal Code.

It is alleged in the charge sheet that the accused have trespassed

into the house of one Sundara and accused No.l stabbed said

Sundara with knife, due to which he sustained fatal injuries and 

died at the spot and accused No.2 assaulted the wife of said 

Sundara with long, due to which, she sustained grievous injuries 

and there by attempted to murder her and accused No.3 dragged 

the daughter of said Sundara by holding her saree and tore her 

blouse, with an intention to outrage her modesty.

Note: Provisions of law, which are kept blank, shall be stated in 
the charge.

d* died did: d:db ^dd
53rld. ovskljlrsodi wdjse&dd £>d:d eiraes^draedFsodd:, d/saa:

6 4 9 -» ij

1
sbdjsdi dLraeeD^di wdnedddo rod^eod dod ?jo2odo±) 3oo _______,

______ _ _______ ______, ______d esSodeD «3dTOdd?j^c3Bd isodi> > „ ■ o

cioesisdraedras ddodfd, ^O^ddo. wdoe^ddi Ldr: dioddd didri w^disroA 

d,de£)^ SoOdde wdraedoio diodd^ri erodid^od ^Qd esdra drodraso^^

rroodsssA esd ?^d<£)o£>e diddled d:db 2de «dj3?doi» e dioddd dod^A
Q ij O _d |

did?3od djsdd: dd doaddi rSoeped ddodd rtsodri^AdD didi « dijse;^a no ‘ <si I o -0
j

lod drada) d.odd, ddd) didi 3de wdosedodi es dooddd diri^ ^ed
' ©C eJ O -o

dddi iidasa did: edod dd^odd), dodi ssu eood droddod drodid dodd.
-9 «C ^

dradddi c^odi djsesssdoedras ddod€) wdjseddc^Adi.O eJ co

d^dd: 3330 di^did djae^draeddodO ddxrsd: drodd^cd.

15

I3



15 Marks2. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 
Judgment to Kannada language:

So far as these accused committing the offences punishable 

under Section 302 and 201 of Indian Penal Code, prosecution case 

rest on circumstantial evidence. There is no direct evidence or 

version of eye witnesses to prove the allegations levelled against the 

accused. It is well established principle of law that when the 

prosecution relies upon the circumstantial evidence to bring home 

the guilt of the accused, heavy burden lies upon them to connect 

all the circumstances which points finger towards the guilt of the 

accused. On the basis of the various decisions of the HonTtle 

Supreme Court, rule relating to appreciation and accepting the 

circumstantial evidence can be summarized as follows:

15 ©osfrteb

1. When the prosecution rely upon circumstantial evidence, 
each circumstances relied upon by the prosecution must be 

established by cogent and reliable evidence.

2. The circumstances relied upon by the prosecution must be 

such that it cannot be explained on any other hypothesis, except 

the guilt of the accused.

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

d? ooe^uOi) wort We&sraaij:

QjoDOu 14.07.2000. 2016?$
in

2rado±x£> 9^e edrtS wrt rt.aodO c5ickl>d>?h.
■—co -fi Q n ^ O

rlrado s$s& £ru3Qds$oh. ddrtlio±)0
_c & ro _o Q

15 Marks

15 wo^rtsfc

4



s±)oo si)?Sai)^o^ #3 £)E5sd ^^c±» &joc±i
-X cJ —■' _c Q w :

ts^db sra€3 zbS^ddo. ?b^ii ^oQdct) ^ dDdododd^ crasddDdd
1

oijod cD^dddisoQ^ soododdod droS^ddD. dDcddod dodd d^drocd tsdo 

dori^or!^ m>v ?o3?d dd, dodd d:dod<3 ^dd). es ©ddodO odjod £±>d: dd« 

dd^d djgod doddr <3ftcb^dc>. ©cd dod^ dodd jrofd dd^ d:dd sroddo 

Eooddi. t? zosd SoSoddi deo ddo ^srodddD, £>d<?dd dro^dcd. « ?radD
& “=(. ii O

tsdase&oi) sddd airaedddD. edrae& dd,dD, edadOddraodD djsedo dada dd^O «4 I M _C ' ^ 4

daed zooDo^d^A doziiraed droSo. ?rada #3 2od islraededd daDod odra^de 

de^^odd^ iradda^So. dd4 dadcdiddb ddd ddQdd 53dra jrada ^odjsoodd 

dxod ^djsed dd^db, d,udd «3dd0dlQod) adraeAd dada ddjspdd d^Sod
<<^(T5 Q-Ccl0

doEood draQd iaoda ?roda darad d.ldod aoe^?d Iraddda.
' O eJ O

4. What are the four situations in which culpable homicide will 
amount to murder? What are the five exceptions by which culpable 
homicide will not amount to murder? Explairi with illustrations.

15 Marks

;«i>doz>5d dddd6obaa &rad saoda dOri^dodad dod^rd^a odad)^)?
eidcrap^ dddd^odo &ad iaoda dOdr^dsjciriQdad sada edaroddsd odas^)^? 
d^asaodri^jaodii ddOd.

15

5. Describe three provisions of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, 
which provides for presumption in respect of commission of serious 
offences against the Woman.

10 Marks

da&o^od ddad doded e>doadr!^da, =adAdad earf djadreaadd daaodoa
CP * 4 el \ C\ ‘

'sidad s^addeod ?jad6 tspdodda, 1872d Edjada daaoddd^da^ ddOd.
10 woori^o

10 Marks
6. Explain the Law relating to filing of Appeals under the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973, with reference to the following:

a) Different kinds of Appeal.
b) Powers of the Appellate Court.
c) Period of Limitation under the Limitation Act, 1963 

to file the Criminal Appeals.

5



Q0(^ SjoOjjci rjOcae, 1973u 0WOOJ0 oSjcOcooj Xl0X>Jao EOn 'c(CbSo cufijiicJJnvcJJ,
•>ZO ^ ^

<^) E5?d e3?c5 ?3s&rado±) 

a) jra.oiraoobcj ©assdrt^D.

h) 53t>££>3 ei>£i£)0±>s£>, 1963d e3Qoi)0 ^sjcraQo ?j€)?j02/ * ro ‘ c^ oo

^do^ 5so.Dd>B

in   >_). j.iu wunvj

10 Marks7. State the meaning of followings important terms, as described in 
the respective Acts:

a) “narcotic drugs” under the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic
Substances Act, 1985.

b) “public servant” under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988.

c) “child” under the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences 
Act, 2012.

d) “atrocity” under the Scheduled Castes and Schedules Tribes 
(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989.

»
e) “Holder in due course” under the Negotiable Instruments Act,

1881.

#3 ^sdxroa^do^ sdstoiO sidrW e>$FTi<&&>. «3cd3c> ssc&dri'dd) ado&dod
—J * cj, CO 10 ©oortsk

>3^:

<a) dd. dodo sbdjaedc.d d?bri^ e3£)£)0±>d:, 1985 «)So±»0
' —‘as e) _» m

dd”-> 6

d) ^25303 ^ddCF<y?J3 ©p^iodd:, 1988d e>So±)<3 “?radrdao e>Po3Q”

djOAo ydcrad^^o^ xiodu^) ssodd, 2012d tsQodO “sdrb”

Q) dsfid, 25ex3 sddD ddl)^ dodd (d^dr^ri^ Sided) oDodd, 1989d 
©aoix£) “d^25rd”co £

c9) drrardrleoi) <3ii!)dri^ espSoddD, 1881d eSodiS “d33,od0 xj|dedc33d”

Who is competent to grant sanction for prosecution of a public 
servant under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988? Discuss with 
reference to relevant provisions and leading decisions on the 
subject.

8. 10 Marks

6



^ssip)Ot) osoD^d, 1988d ©Sod© ?radFSi£o wpoDOoi) ^cbd
efispcdise&sdodd^ dd?joD doo&jso^ aedco oiract? & £)do±>d eo?^
^oEJoddw ^EJoddri^Fd, sdoD dsdoa) vlesdrii^fd, wde^OXi dE3r^.* eJ * < _d ■—> c^ co

10 eoort^o

9. What are the procedures to be followed jby the Criminal Courts 10 Marks 
when the accused is absconding? Explain by referring to the 
relevant provisions of the Code of Criminal Pfocedure 1973.

t5doe<Sjoi» JadsbdAilraoQcbsrori vpstizf ed^o^decsd
dgp&rteb oirod)^)? dod d^oiro dodd, 1973d doEoodsj^ Erodes!)^
ddQA).

10. State the specific provision of law of the offence which is made 

out under the following circumstances:

a) A Public servant having resources or property 

disproportionate to his known sources of income

b) Involving in any activities connected with the 

proceeds of crime and projecting it as 

untainted property.

10 ei>cdrteo

1X5 = 
5 Marks

c) Consumption of any narcotic drugs.

d) Misconduct in public place by drunken 

person.
;j

e) Using or driving a vehicle by violating the
permit conditions. !

^f>d dodEpFd^d eroodsd edcsdritf ddrdj sad-radd deooddri^d^ 1X5 =
5 eourteb

I
<a) Ldr eQ^Qoii ejs? «ddd >S^dd:d escraodd
d^o6,od(EX) ©ddrodsrori doddjao ^d^^dD.

^ i
23) «i>do2>^dod d^d doEoop^d
ddDdd^d^O dJsdn^lra^^dD shd: edd^ t^^ooddo
c30d: 23023?d4d3. ^

^j) oda^d? dasdo d,d6d?d4 xtoTddjcd.

7



7k)3jF”oocjQ rJvCj'S Sj.uOtCOCj cSDSjFocS.
' p ro O-fl

<g) sjdsro^A woo^j sro^^sS?^ trosjoiraeA^^^1 ^^^33
^CJSCOD?jD^)C±i.

5X2= 
10 Marks

11. Write short note on ANY TWO of the followings subjects:
a) Procedure for awarding the compensation to the victims 

under Section 357A and 357B of the Code of Criminal Procedure 

1973.

b) Procedure of search under Section 50 of the Narcotic Drugs 

and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985.

c) Procedure for recording the Statement of Child under the 

Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012

#5 £)£iQ±>rW sSju 5X2 = 
1020do3DO:

<£>) dod d.apdra do&d, 1973d 3oo 357^ si)dD 357d ssSoixS djsod 

dosi)dd?d, ^edod dAoh.
C<,

d) drodii d,d. did: dodjseddd dd:r!^ esd^odd:, 1985d £00 58d ©dodO
y t> __0 e)-D Co

djseqid daadod dg.od.

h) dpAo wdosdd^od sdc,^ dodo^ csodd, 2012d ©aodO d:rbdd 
de^oodd:4 craiOa: d33d:d d^od.

12. Write an order on the bail petition filed by the accused 
under Sec.438 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, on the 
basis of the following facts.

On the basis of the complaint lodged by one Laxmana 

Kambli, the Chikkodi Police have registered the FIR by alleging that 

the accused has committed the offences punishable under Section
_______ of the Indian Penal Code and Section______ ,
of the Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes 

(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989.

25 Marks

and
and

8



;

It was alleged in the complaint that On 01.02.2022 at about
■ j

7.00 p.m. when the complainant, who belongs to a scheduled caste, 
was in his house, the accused came there and picked up the quarrel 

with him, dragged him to a public road and tried to assault him 

with a long and there by attempted to murder him, posed a threat 

to kill him, insulted and intimidated him by taking the name of his 

caste, by knowing very well that the complainant belongs to the 

schedule caste.

The accused filed a petition before the Additional District and 

Sessions Court and Special Court, Belagavi under Section 438 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, praying for an anticipatory 

bail. :

The learned Special Public Prosecutor | filed objections to the
bail petition and contended that the petition filed by the

}
accused/petitioner seeking anticipatory bail is not maintainable.

If

The accused/petitioner has committed a heinous crime against the 

complainant, who belongs to the Scheduled Caste. Sec. 18 of the 

Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of 

Atrocities) Act, 1989 bars the granting of anticipatoiy bail to the 

accused who have committed an offence under the said Act. The 

alleged offences are punishable with imprisonment for life, 
accused/petitioner is required for custodial interrogation. The 

accused is powerful and he may threaten the prosecution witnesses 

and tamper the evidence. On all these grounds, the learned Special 
Public Prosecutor prayed for rejection of ; the anticipatory bail 

petition.

The

i

9



In support of his arguments for granting the anticipatory bail, 
the learned Counsel for the accused relied upon the decision of the 

Honble Supreme Court in Dr. Subhash Kashinath Mahajan vs The 

State of Maharastra (2018) 6 SCC 454.

Where as, in support of his arguments for rejection of 

anticipatory bail, the Learned Special Public Prosecutor relied upon 

the decision of Honhle Supreme Court in Prathvi Raj Chauhan vs 

Union Of India and others. (WP (C) No. 1015/2018, Dated 

10.02.2020)

Decide the petition filed for anticipatory bail in the light of 

the Section 18A inserted to the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 

Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 and above decisions relied 

upon by both the parties.

Note: Provisions of law, which are kept blank, shall be stated in 
the order.

d? sJoSo^, 1973d coo 438d
eSoiiO y&rae&Qio ?30^d:^ essSroi: todcOiS.

MM

25

oo ra m>o£) iD?h,^^do draorf esqradd d>ed EolrafQ
&0j£, M M * ^

_c eJ

. dd)

edjse&od) doc3 ?jo2odoi) _c

ddi sriorid i989d
wacdd £>oc±> ddd sidScdd), cbsDcoM * O —; ‘ 4

.d

4jod6Do±i0 Qfrooc 01.02.2022dod> dod 7.00 rioiSd sjDScd, deed

fyuvpoix) ddoixScosrl eadjae^oio e><£)d good ^o^QoiraoQd ddd

tjddd, ddd dod d)E3^od dosdo) sd.odd^
< _C a M —1 c(,

loddrodco o±»d4 sddo eddd cJ3d ddo6 3o3o «d doi)^ Essdri

?3c0ddd) cDOcd d^cd add ssudod aodddod addri adsdsd^ 23do^d?d.
O

10



i

wdrae&ato ^e±>^0 eSos ?rotojroooi) sS>^)Zi tn _c j—^ 5 «o

^.oiroooiid ^od dod d^oiro doSooab uoo 438d: ©dodO ?iOf^r®s Essdoedd: a —J-J n cji <Z

loeo ^ESrodjd, d<£)Xidd). ■ '
<4. ■ M Q

drod d^ed dnsrO tsEpoirseaiud) EssdEefd vzSrrt e^osddD,
2) < ro

«&roe&/t?E3Fcrod?& d^Aidbd ddatfmd EssdEffd ^sSf vwzSFez&rb^Qv <aorio 

^raO^obs^d. tsdrae^j eJESrcroddi dos^ ess^rt desd dd^dod dcdd^ s^raed tsdcrad 

droddoo^d. ds^d, s&S sddE ddSs^ doddr!^ aded) osodrf, i989d

18 «s sDoddod ?5Qod(5 wciraedddAd wdraedrt ^Oe^ras Essdxdo decddjdd^ 

dl>Eood?ddd. edjsed^d esdraeddj desrodQ; S>$c£Doti ^rodFsrand.
—J _C ^ * • tsH Cs>k

fcjdjscd/tJsSFcroddd^ eooO^ darodraii Zo^dQdderorbdd. esd^edodo ao<33|?33Acd 

wd e3Epairae&;dod ^ucraddda, ddo^j dda, ddDEdssd. ds £>zjd rodrarteod 

drod dded dsard ©Epoira&ddE ddedrai) E^daed) eESFodfd, dddodco
£) cO) «=<. -i?

IraeQdEssd.
_D

wdjsed dd ^DEicroAdEd dasd ddeoda dobras zssdEeddE, dEOE^ab 

drodded) ^d^d dd4 dc>d| djsdosroA n^dsradjd d^Fd fro^odsood^) Cect.dj^sf 

sdooSESf^ dd:d sdoroos)^ dsard (2018); 6 454 3edF?d4

EAxde^dDoEjd.
CO _0

drodg dd?d d^sFO esdaL^&dck ddegras ssadoedd^ ^dd,odded ^oeo dd4 

E3c>d^ doEoosroA n^dsradjd ds^fFd d^odsoodd) d)^jat)E5s' Eo5555ffs' dd:d 

odasdcdfS6' ^o^ods sdsb 'Siddcd (dE^rs^d. (2j) do.1015/2018 d?raou 10.02.2020) 

>SedFdi, srode^O^idosd. i=1 ^ -o

dQljd, 233*1 dDd: dos^ dodd (d^siFd^ri^ dded) ssodd 1989| deo^dEd 

^oo 18iE did) arodod d^rroddE ^de^OXidEd dbe£>d ^edEFri^ w^dd sded
. * cJ> m ]

dde^ras E33dEedE draeo d<3^d essSFoddE^ <Sed33Fd^. 

dradd: iosO d^dod 5c»?lodd ddodwri^d^ wdeddO dd^racd drodd^cd.

t

'k'k’k'k'k'k'k
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