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General Instructions to candidates :

1)

i)

iii)

Caarell grafled CarOssliuis@erer “ealleurmser wHHID FhsHsar, gTeug Hoeammssden
Quuwifr, @LIb, aIP&E eresnr HmIb srlikdarisefler GuUwT < ydwemer sHumearGu. @ mLUbaD,
CaieuraeT ameusaner sMlblwer erhSgs0sTaT(H amssensE allanwatss Coudm(hid.

The facts and partacularsiprovided in the Question paper i.e. the court’s name, place,
case numbers and names of parties are fictional. Yet candidates have to conclusively
assume them t0 be true for the purpose of solving the questions.

@ns sraflay, Crssnd preang Wflesda weapCu <, <, @, m 2derear. eebleum
Gfelgud  seom @ren( elammssar orar Qmssbd () elNamESET 2 cTeTar. el
Smassln GBellen ojaflss Couem@ib.

The papericontains Four Sections A, B, C and D. Each section contains two questions
in total 8 questions and all the questions should be answered.

< flafled 2 emar geuGleumm aflanmeyd sem 20 wHLIGLGETEET CaTaTHarerg. <, @ WwHmILD
m Wfleysafled o emer geubloumm aflarme b sem 10 wIlliGLeTEE Clsmam(Hererg.

Questions in Section A carry 20 marks each. Questions in Sections B, C and D carry
10 marks each.







1.

QumliCuwiriiLy grer
TRANSLATION PAPER
Gfley <o — (2 X 20 = 40)
SECTION A — (2 x 20 = 40)

&G Qar@ssiiul Heareraupern SOP® QumALCQUWITL QFiiweyb:

Translate the following into Tamil :

1.

We have heard learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the Bespective parties at
length.

At the outset, it 1s required to be noted sthat_.the learned Trial Court, on
appreciation of evidence on record, spécifically recorded findings on readiness and
willingness on the part of the Plamntiff.t6 perform his part of the agreement. The
findings recorded on readiness andswillingness on the part of the Plaintiff were
on appreciation of the entire evidencefon record. In the legal notice which was
1ssued on 20.11.2007, the Plaintiff asked the Defendant to receive the balance
amount and executesthe sale deed. In reply to the legal notice, the Defendant
denied the execution of agreement to sell itself. That thereafter, the Plaintiff filed
the suit for specific performance in which it was specifically averred that he was
ready and willing to perform the agreement dated 13.03.2007. In his deposition,
the Plaintiff specifically stated that he was ready and willing to perform his
obligationsfunder the agreement. He further stated that he approached the
Defendant in*the month of June, 2007 and again in July, 2007 with the balance
sale, consideration. There is no cross-examination in this regard. The Plaintiff
also examined two witnesses, PW-2 and PW-3, who were the attestors to the
agreement to sell dated 13.03.2007, Specifically stated that in July, 2007, the
Plaintiff approached the Defendants and asked them to accept the balance sale
consideration in cash, to that also there is no cross-examination. The receipt of
Rs.3 lakhs by way of earnest money, has been held to be proved by both the
courts below. Within a period of one month from passing of the decree, the
Plaintiff deposited the balance sale consideration i.e., Rs.9,74,000/- before the

learned Trial Court.
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3. From the impugned judgment and order passed by the High Court, it appears
that the reasoning given by the High Court is that the Plaintiff has not proved
that he had the cash and/or amount and/or sufficient funds/means to pay the
balance sale consideration, as no passbook and/or bank accounts was produced.

2.  &Cp QasrhssiulHerereupenn hdodsdd QumALCuuITiy QFiiweb 4

Translate the following into English :

BIBISET STUGarTs@rssns (earalmownar sHodbs (P§s  UINSGTEhT LHmID
sHONHES snbHsD ATEH UPSEEG®TEhT BHCwriler curghisamens CHLCLTD.

1973-<yb  yarh @dHpelwued elsTrovampernE FULID (HHSSLISE FLLID) @)
9fle) 311 wadlwinmear Tl dl&E@E HPLILITEERT 46h)iLILI A0 (PeTeilemewTdu|eTereiany
emfiliugpasrer oHaTrd GhSEH uamsCalidng).

@ slhuurh aldssrs @ulfledearwsd u@gdHurerg @pmelwe BHwvansdHns
pewwrer ad@pLyflen Fsmrsagd eupndh@ss L sder Ly Qeuwulu@bn ufdoamen
demyenanr ojbegl CGoum BLelgsmssale hss s gFebd (1) srifluner erel(meH@&D
SOPLILTEET A@lILe|D gl (2) smaflrs Senplilimenen el medll L mayb
earailmawurduerer eeuamru elemissab Soeg (3) gnhsarCos elerissiul L
cTaua b Werrhibd Sienpdgl bmedgryamen GFiiweyd erar @bs cperm eulseaid gCseaib
e aPllid CQesuduBeashen Bdwvamsas Quoalsdpg. ewsms Huruwbrss
Sroralliugn@ eufd ErlHud  0&s SeuflwCoear Camarmiomier <Sibs BUBSS
1) oeopruremat.  Aead  derllsCsr  odeog (2) ey Barb  Sopss
meleryaen GelivGeur Sdwamnsder g @@ sLmboW audlyNSSSs SLLaeruTe
@rarr_meug U@d M55 ng).

BE e @hsCaraner DaLaushasrs wLOHGL Bdweamssrmed 1Gfe; 311-@er &
Saflssitl L. Hamrsms gevaroaTerer(pqub eremlg Bem@ <mSHudL i’ (HeTerg).
& dlanyorarg e mdurear wHND QFORS3EE STraESGERSSTs WL HCHL CeugmsHiiL
Ceuctr®itd wHmd =g W@&HS T&FFMsmaLL @b seuarsgLeaib QFuamssiiur GCaier@Hi.
BHwearpd @Qulfelerdp BHuler pearsms Csemeuwrear wmelgrymen CQguieusHGaT
soeg  Cuaalergmear CQFueugHCar aridlsmer S@THL ADWPLLISHEGSLD  LIFEUTET
Sfsmrsemst  Qupmidterg  erme  @eubleurm  eupsdlar  CQUmpETEILLSMETLLD
Gpfleosamerb uflfomadsaE ohsssbasram_UpnCs <mg Csugmss Ceuar@Hlb.
Boern  sULeeaedws  seupmsll LweatLhiSgId  lgors  elemanriiuh  STESD
Qeiwtiul@Qerarg)  BHwempd  s@mLIMDd Qdlemsusdar  prar  ASsTrSMSF
QeuQMSSEFHLTE.
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9fley <, — (2 X 10 = 20)
SECTION B — (2 x 10 = 20)

&G Qarhdsiiul (Hérareupenrn Sl QumAtiQuuiitiyy Qe :

Translate the following into Tamil :

I worked as the Branch Manager of Vellore Branch while Mr. Kannan and
Mr. Kasinathan worked at Tiruvannamalai Branch. The Vellore Branch and the
Tiruvannamalai Branch both come under Salem Regional Office. During the relevant

period, I am not the superior officer to Mr. Kannan and Mr. Kasinathan.

In our Bank, at least once in 3 months meeting used to be conducted by the
Regional office to review about the performances of each Branch and its Managers.
Tiruvannamalai Branch was opened ingFebruary 2008. Mr. Kannan was posted at
Tiruvannamalai Branch as Branch Mamager. Prior to that, he was working as an

officer in Salem Regional Office.

I do not know_whether he was the first Branch Manager of Tiruvannamalai
Branch. I do not{knew whether any complaints against Mr. Kannan preferred by
Union Bank of India while I was working as Branch Manager, Vellore. I am not aware

whether any enquiry was commenced or conducted against Mr. Kannan and

Mr. Kasinathanby the Bank.

Tham not aware whether Tiruvannamalai Branch was in the first place in
deposits and advancing loans. But we have heard from the Regional Office that it was
in a better place in acquiring deposits and advancing loans. I am not aware whether
Tiruvannamalai Branch was in a better position in acquiring deposits and advancing

loans during the period of Mr. Kasinathan.

5 HCCJMI/23
[$wriys/Turn over



I am not aware while Tiruvannamalai Branch was performing well during the
period of Mr. Kannan, he was suddenly transferred to Erode Branch without any
specific reason. I am aware that Mr. Kannan was posted there as an accountant in
Erode Branch. Before being posted as Manager, Tiruvannamalai Bxanch,
Mr. Kasinathan worked as Accountant in Salem-Five Road Branch. L do, not“know
whether Mr. Kasinathan, was posted at Tiruvannamalai Branch asdBranth Manager

for the first time.

4. &C Qasrhssiul Hereteuperm mdadsHed QumALCUWITIIY QFiueb :
Translate the following into English :

eramepeod sHCUMTE GHMUIH Qeuwtiul e yeiammsdle wSHw CuTlLmT eurger
clflaser 2005 erar @GOG LU HETeTgl. ABSRBEITSSD LIGUT IgDEIT GTETMTED 6T6HT6n
ererLgl UDHH USSD 2-6 euevguen OElwldl (Hetergl. 2B ddlsetled Leum gedeiT
goupsoTs  Her, Ssomsd, Lwi Qumdssiiul Ceeamgw  eleurmsdr,  GCHE
FbupsLILL L6, evigwifii Sur ydwuemel @Gflsg CerdalriLl (HeTeng. DbS < eamrddle
el Iqebed eurgermd s Lmub udley Ceuwiine Gearhwerm Gamderiul (heTersT?
crarmmed @dened. yarmed udle| Qe L 9n@ sl yssiuL. Ceauamrigw alldgersmer
@b Yeuarsded CFmo@UiLLl(Herets. Qbs eUps@ Fbubsons Sl Curesmt ereraner
2011 <=yib gyarh @Memfssnigprer 9y ademraaruie wsHw CuorlLmr eursear FL b
9fley41(4) L CUTEGuTSE eaunsard LHMD CUTEGUISH HDDTE TSI GTeT)
cursahisameT @asliLihss CeroadullmasdCner. @gearUy LeUT 1q@aT OMID g FTEHLiT
Qurg sTevaseled, LwWaTLOSSHDLCELTE Do CUTEGMTESE UTHATONSG  &(HSLIUEHID.
cfleugmuy DweUm g H&Ter  Ueum  lgder  HmId 47T Taefled 4 Qe
QenenTEE AL g (BEST el CUMEGUTSE QUTSTLTSS SMHSUIUL (D SHerqliung Lfle]
CQeuwaiu.  Gaam@b  eremmd  Sle  edleryenentuie  GamaedluidlmasHCoer. G GFweIT
@eaarssiuLTg efleugmuill LWeTUTL igHETer Leum 1qer sLmub udle] Qe
Cauamp@werm &by afleryenemuiles mrenm ClamenGeaner. < eammed SeUTHET eT(LpH6dlana.
gy algrreneantuiedr Camdens qearenn BHwemsSd (WpsodWmDPWTE Seupms CQgrawdGne
crarpmed FHlwee. efleusmwils LweTUmighsrer qEruer QUTHSSILULTS LT lgeaiT

slLmub udley Qe CauamhCwerm Brer GFmoelg seuprargl erarmred Filwea.

HCCJIJMI/23 6



Gfay @ — (2 x 10 = 20)
SECTION C — (2 x 10 = 20)

&G Qamhssiiul Hdrarauperp SOP@ QumAn@uuiitiy Qediweyb :

Translate the following into Tamil :

This Deed of Absolute Sale and Conveyance is made and executed on this 9th day
of April, 2008, at Bangalore by Mr. Raj Kumar Menon, aged about 65 years, S/o. late
Sri. KTB Menon, residing at Sun Plaza, 2rd Floor, Ne.19, G N Chetty Road,
Chennai-600 006, represented by his #SpecialmwwPower Attorney Holder,
Mr. R. VENKATESH, S/o. late M.V. Ramanna,)residing at No. 21/1, 11th Cross,
Kathriguppa Main Road, Bangalore-560 050, under Special Power of Attorney dated

15.04.1996, hereinafter referred to as the “VENDOR”.

AND

Mrs. Prtig Shah, aged about 50 years W/o. Sri. G J Shah, residing at No.5/1,
North Public Sgquare Road, Basavanagudi, Bangalore-560 004, represented by

Mr.ANaresh J Shah, hereinafter referred to as the “CONFIRMING PARTY”;
TO AND IN FAVOUR OF

Esha G Shah, aged about 19 years D/o Sri. Girish J Shah, residing at No.5/1,
North Public Square Road, Basavanagudi, Bangalore-560 004, hereinafter referred to

as the “PURCHASER.
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(the terms Vendor, CONFIRMING PARTY and PURCHASER, shall wherever the
context so requires, mean and include their respective heirs, executors, legal

representatives, administrators, nominees and assigns).

WHEREAS all that immovable property being agricultural dry land bearing Survey
No.105 measuring an extent of 5 Acres (including 3 guntas kharab) situated at
Shetterahalli Village, Kasaba Hobli, Devanahalli, Taluk, morefully’ deseribedvin the
Schedule below and hereinafter referred to as “SCHEDULE PROPERTY ¢ originally
belonged to M/s. Standard Brick and Tile Company (Yelahanka) Private Limited;

WHEREAS M/s. Standard Brick and Tile company (Yelahanka)Private Limited sold
the Schedule Property to the vendor herein under a Deed ofySale dated 08.10.1969.
Since then the VENDOR herein become the solefand,absolute owner of the Schedule
Property and is in continuous peaceful posseSsionfof the same and thereafter having

paid all the property tax and cess.

6. &Cp GarhdsiulHereteuperm mdosded @bmALCuWITTIL Qeiweyb :

Translate the following into English :

srer LUSEH b

@ns srer’ USSITD 2023 e, <sCLTUT WwIsD 10 b Brar brmwer sm/6lL

SEFTSHE &IONT 50 @il 6T6TLIGUTTED

Q& @bs. @,cuasHed brTer “Carhluei eremm AWPssLILIHieUmT. @8 AeTgl
aufiilsser, Wl L rdfldlser. BHlawpCeaupmueiser, dlieurdlger wwHmID e UGS uler

RFISSLLIL L alfser CUmaTmeuhennd &S EHLD.

ASTOUTE

gmogreer  S/o. b e euwg &t 25, @eflGwe  “Cumueut”  erem)
Sppssliueunt. @& Seurg eurflasdr, Ll Grdbldser, BleanCapmueurser,
Blreurdlaser woHmid 9p LEGHEE @gIssLILLLaurger GUmaTnalhenmd &Gm&EE L.
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Qarhluuem S Leuments Oemsdlear (ppewbwner o flevwwreri. el @bs

Qemsdevar sranors UpTEE CarThss SEHuamwaurr.

“Qupueu” Qar@uueiflear @Cr waer. CumLGT WaHTar GUIOLITET 6L WOHMILD
urssSlen sryeanrons Ofiquiled 2 6rem L Leuemeanuild sarL Cemsang sraioms C&TH&ES

Ml ogamar QunLeT gHnIECETETeT eI Teuns er(pd CaThsES b, sifer LGS Tib.
@uCurg @Bbsl1 grarusHrd Gereumorn Tl fwuwelsdng:

Qarhluuem @gerpold @geimy AaUelss s Smarsg o MebsEameTu|,
QuUDILIGIMHEE YsTeuTs wrHmEDTT. @efl dupueur B L aimars dFrsms @iLiciss,

rHm, Hhe Wpewwrear 2 faw CubmeurTaTdt,

Ceaum  eraufl_mpgid @Qaf gCs@ib, AensEh odog @erum  ehul L med

QarhuueuT Agamar (peraflarn STég @eUsEES L C&TemLcui.

S Leuamens GQargdlenr o Mepwlll LGHTD WLONID FEORTW YEIMTEIGEMETLLD &HeuTdl e

o anLenoullenarud Qumdeuflib eipridlujerermi.

Sl Leuameanuiled FOIAL LI L Qensg SMATSFH  HOWSET, SLLGWIBIGET, (L6
pueer, SerueiliL) L wrarbd, sriyfenw, eps@Esdr wHmb BHoean G ety
Curerny Sipey g saflurt seowsa PSHueupdld®mbs NHULLSTS @)S6T epaD

QafbhLLeuT Qgfelssm.

Qar@uuel™ <l emeans Gersansll QUTMSS el UBSHES SIMDEEHEE

Simasgl cuUflGeT LHHID S L anThiGameT @& BT cueny Claaisduw|erermi.
aumalm  USHCau(setieh D Leuement Gargg, Gumuer Guwfed wrHmesHE,

QarhluelT @55IMPES LiL&CsTardpm.
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Qfley F — (2 X 10 = 20)
SECTION D — (2 x 10 = 20)

7.  &Cyp Qar@ssuul@erereupeny sLNG QumAtiQuuiiiiy Qeuiuieb :

Translate the following into Tamil :

1. I am the official Assignee of the High Court of Judicaturejat Madras.
One Mr. Arjunlal Sunderdas R/o. No.23 Anderson" Read,  Nungambakkam,
Chennai 600 006 was adjudicated as an insolvent.on‘a Creditor’s Petition by an

order of the Hon’ble High Court of Madras on 21.04.2014 1 IP No.25 of 2014.

2. It 1s further submitted that, the Plaintiff Rajkumar Menon entered into an
Agreement of Sale dated 23.08.2007 in favour of the insolvent Arjunlal
Sunderdas and had received the'full ‘eonsideration of 12 crores by means of 12
cheques, for land measuring about 105 acres located in Shetterahalli Village,
Devanahalli Taluk. Incidentally, this land is the subject matter of the present
litigation before thisdon’ble Court. As per the terms of the sale agreement dated
23.08.2007, the insolvent Arjunlal Sunderdas was put in possession of the entire
property. The Plaimtiff'herein had also executed a general power of authority in
favour of Arjunlaldand his brother S.M Lal which was also registered as
DocumentilNo.1766/2007 before the Sub Registrar’s office, Mylapore. Since the
powex.of authority dated 23.08.2007 was in pursuance of an agreement of sale,
wherein, the Plaintiff had received the full consideration, by the operation of law,
1this a Power of authority coupled with an interest. Hence it is incapable of
unilateral termination by the Principal. Thus, even though the Sale agreement
was not properly registered, the possession of the property was lawfully handed
over to the insolvent and the Insolvent has acquired a legitimate claim over the
title to the property. Currently, the property vests with the Official Assignee,
High Court of Madras.
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3.  Plaintiff had totally concealed the fact that the suit schedule property have been
already transferred to the Insolvent Mr. Arjunlal Sunderdas and consequently
vest with the Official Assignee. It is to be noted that the Plaintiff herein had
repeatedly talks about transfers by his power of authority which haswallegedly
taken place on or after 9th April 2008. Actually the title to ghe property had
already passed onto the insolvent Arjunlal Sunderdas way ‘back on, 234 August
2007. Even the claim of the Plaintiff that his cancellation) of the Power of
Authority dated 14th December 2009 to the ins6élvent, canhot have any legal
significance in view of the facts that the Power'of authority is not just an agency
but coupled within an equitable interest #6f purchasing the property for a
legitimate consideration. However, the Plaintiff had been totally silent about the

agreement of sale that he executed.an favour of the insolvent Arjunlal Sunderdas.

&EC Qarhssiul Heretalpennm < hdodsHd Cumir@uuiiiy QEuweyb :

Translate the following intoEnglish :

> fanwulwed s b sl Lanar VII eldl (1)em S1p cupd @

1.  ard Wrdarduler S @SS, GE5SMSSETAT @UILBSD 10/01/2010 e
CurLtimslg), oger erarm eundl sarg &OLUSSIL 6T SL5ES 10 YaTOEETTS HbHSF

QergsHed cuflsSHmmi.

2. sraur Qersg Sl @ream® epser, sWllilemn wHmD FmbLO®D Ol&TeHTL g
Wleamrd Hmb serantt SULewd Feliss Abs @QLsHer euriens Grd wrgd
.150/- @b, eurLesow Grderd Crrgwrs eurdHllLmhg  Qrrésons
UGS eupsTT. ArHeurdls@ aur s &g aphIGD UPSSD @dame.
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3. aps@F dersdle, Wrdeurduler CouamhCarafler Cumd, eumduller wrg eur_eamsuied
@mbg Qsrens sHCQsuWLLEL ey GO yfgeder g liLienuled
ep.1,00,000/- Gsweaflsg s wmguie Oz mmaws Samwssrr. GG
gapliul L Oergdléd  oopsaT sliqusHE CoMmeUITar  <,6l6mThISET/ FMeTn&eT

uUTSLLD 2 cTerg).

4.  ardler oembdurer @uesdler sreur Cansg o crengl. Croauem’ s, s
Sl womid  GCsisd eurssmert eLwmer el CUmery T CHenelwimer
SpeiahiseT/ LUdeysdr curduler seurarsdeaean 2 mdsCautm, WrdHound, eurdenw
UGS Lmuwnns smedl Qelw 2 5Cs5858, sreurelile gnMiuLi LyeiemTagdlen cumdluder

SimSuner 2 amLambéE@ QL un ghubhss puibhssSnmT.

5. 01/05/2020 ety GwGe gapriul L drdeinduller <yl ser curdlufer gmeum
eUeTTESSN @ cUbBE eUTHenw o L amiqLis GSSMEHS o9 Ul L QL g Nl &Hmed
Qeuiywrmib, @omatuaild aurdEhawiinar alamere samer hdlss CHAML eremmib
WOyl igerriser. ererm eundl ojaliseflor @imLwrarseans CailLCUTg SeunsedT s
Qeuefliu(sselcbane. orors  elHl  QuUTBLS®meT UGS L TWLILDISELD
sl LeiCrmgomseyd  oiFs QETLmdert. eurduybd wHmb 2 &renieurdlger [
S&sbLUSESS T QFs ellapwssld sameuil L Curg aurdluLer eubseuTser SETmoled
rhuLs Csrmdleant, Gearerm Cuorsorear olemerejgsmer shdleEs CrTED  erer

SFeEMISE, cundlenud algissl Lrwwrs delealCubdell B imdlmbg GeuetGuime.

abs GBI/, 2 drenT @G isailear 2 gallujLenr erdlisrasse Wrdeurd eurdlenw
s Lal@rramrs Censdel(phg euaiss . Lrwuwrs delalCubm eumiiliLerers.

6.4 ardleupssE Cersans SamwHunear 2 amLmsE LUnksD ghubheims shH&s Wrderd,
SjeUTEH YL &6 LHMID (PsalTser RHCuTmeE adrmer sl 2 ss576 UNEISHETS
@bs wrearLl@ fHoamsms samiGamss $647 aurdseE Coum el @dane.

7. grarssrar epob @Qbs BHwarpsder Grmpdu ofsmy eurblAbh@dr CeusuGeumy
Cadlsailar rHeurdlser eundlenws euemmagang &medl Cswuybuly SF&NISSHWCLTS)
TPHSSI-
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EI°_I_‘$ g,rrdT 1
LAW PAPER1

(50D HMID BEFe 6ulgaub)
(Tamil & English Versions)

Gy : 3 wewfl CQwrgg wIHlbuersear : 100
Duration : 3 Hours Max. Marks : 100

C& e @p&smer GlLImS/Qrer @Ml sar

General Instructions to candidates :

1) Gadredl greflefCasnbhssidl Herer aleurmser wHmb shsHeer, smeug Blemmsd e
Quui, @L D) eUPES erarm, gelambsailer elugnrisd, gsrliderisefler QU wHmID
sridlger  fllwer sHumerCu. @@ulayb, Csiaufsear Smeusaer  sfCluer
T (h $518Q@me T Hh el T as e85 @ ellenwaflss Couem@Hib.

The, facts and particulars provided in the Question Paper i.e. the court’s name, place,
case numbers, documents details, names of parties and witnesses are fictional. Yet

candidates have to take them to be true for the purpose of answering the questions.

1) Csreufser sWlflGor dag YhidasHCar allan eflss GCouarHbd. e sWINID,
g niflsdHaib wrhlwrd et wellss gnmg.

Candidates may write the answers either in English or in Tamil but not in both.



i) eferrsser sl wHMID YhHe eugeuniseaies eupmsliLl(H 2 drerar. gCGsaib FHGsHsD

1v)

Vi)

@muber ghidle augCou @miHuimeng.

The Questions are provided in Tamil and English versions. In all matters and in case

of doubt, English version is final.

Marrés@nsE el wellE@n Curgl, e S (wpige] cupsdlear aleurlidl iqume eeflés
Couanriq LHlebened. Saummen Leavg) yow Cuprs  eHleurlutiquime ipmkI@ES6D,
Carauis@hé@ LTSSONEG el |Lb.

The candidates need not provide cause title with citation, while answering the
questions. Providing wrong or incomplete cause title orsguoting @ wrong citation will

be detrimental to the candidates.

devLweflliugnE eupmsiulHedaer @)L s8N Vamasons  Csieumsdr  ellenwelss
Cauer(HLd.

The Candidates shall give answers brieflywithin the space provided for answering.

S, <, @, F ererm geueunm iflaflaun geom e 3 wHUCQUET eNlarméser HHID Hren(s,
5 wiluiQuen elammsser @penpCu @ bOUDMI(HEGL. Careurser eubde pavpCGu sbg
3 wFHUCueT olaméser, wHMID @rar®h 5 wHuGuar damssErsE e wellss
Couar(hib.

Section A, B C, D have seven 3 marks questions and four 5 marks questions

respectively in‘each Part and candidate shall answer five 3 mark questions and two

5 mark,questions respectively in each Part.
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slLg smer I
LAW PAPER 1

fley <
SECTION A

uGdH o — (5 x 3 =15)
PART A — (5 x3 =15)
gCaad ghg dammssEnsa@ e wafllsa|b:
Answer any FIVE Questions.

2 fMenulweé eupsE largaramapenns FL L Lb

CODE OF CIVIL/PROCEDURE

o ofl.qp.g.ar 2 flw gL nfeysefler Ep prL m( QewasCsTanssd GNSE ferésaLb.

Explain Compensatory costs with relevant provision under CPC.

cue»TLIM) :

(Sf) @)L _S&I6) QU(HLOTETD
(<2, ) < 0&| GbT SHLehT

(©9) “sL_Levar

Define :

(a) Mesne profit

(b) Crown debt and

(¢) Precept.
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3. @@ STiys sLemmeall Cgrsg wHMID sLer QUrmULsE GHSH GeueflubliLrenwssrs
riGumTg wag GEwliLLmD?

When can a Judgment debtor be arrested for non disclosure of assets and liability?

4. uvews Sriumeen HlepCaunmsdld udmens CeuwtiuLmg pyurs ameuCueid 6
cuanswrar Carsgiser @Nldg @&NLELa|b.

Mention any 6 kind of properties which cannot be attaghediin the execution of money

decree?

5. o.dlu.s.d aéGploole ‘wpsiwwmer sl AGrifleer  een  QEmeeeaoliy
Lweru(OSSLILHSng 2 ere?

Why and In what context in CPC the expression ‘substantial question of law’ is used?

6. @ndwu BEWD 61 1615 (6568 ‘oCreum > MIGSISSL L e L] DoU1968

SiFlsmretsaLul(petarearelr? elleTdse,b.

Explain whether Indian Courts are empowered to issue ‘Mareva injunction’.

7. oel.ger 2flu sirulflesefller Sp el@elarmsser epod CeualliLbhdssd DS
aNeTégHa] .

Explain discovery by interrogatories with relevant provision under CPC.

HCCJMII/23 4



10.

11.

uGdH < — (2 x5 =10)
PART B — (2x5=10)
gCaanid @remh NlamssEns@ e wealldsea.

Answer any TWO Questions.

BHlesr Cprssmgear famsssiiuaumss sHSGL QUL W @m W, 24famwuiuied
BEweTnsHn @ ererer SHaTrrise euprisliLhiSlemmer? eflersseLb.

Explain what are the powers conferred to a Civil Court teyprevent the ends of justice
being defeated?

Bwermssmedr HuEsILBHL apsGE Cersgi Cuanpflear LkigailL WwHMD Sl

Qummiiy GHNsg larssalb. eupsGs Carsgltl Cuemipt, ereueurm BHHwearnsdnEhnw
sLew wHmibd uailsefle BHvamssradBluslagriubn o ameufadmbg CounuGEpm?

Explain the role and responsibility of a Receiver appointed by the court. How a
receiver differs from a commissioner appointed by the court in his functions and duty
to the court?

s Cergg @sfTUfar smLLNSSHE S LmeTssTar 2 M UPESTET HaThHEe
o — e’ — &8, Qly aupsdled ererar Camium@h wramuemn 2 &5 HHoarnssTed
UGS eTergl?

What waswprinciple laid by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Anathula Sudhakar — va —
Buchi Reddy case with regard to suit for prohibitory injunction relating to immovable
propexty?

usQsl lamssdr amanhs WUnE slLaer Sear Sp Sfsmsmsts LwauOSSH e
o fleow eupsamas Sia| Cewiw wpiguom?

Can a suit be disposed in exercise of power under Order V after framing of issues?

5 HCCJMIL/23
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Gifley <
SECTION B

uGEH o — (5 x 3 =15)
PART A— (5 x3=15)

gCaaib @mbg NarmssEnsa allewellssa.
Answer any FIVE Questions.

Ghpeilwed cllFmyenenT(Lpenn L uld
CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

12. ‘sreudgieon urgstaud wombd BHssepy urgsta®’  aerughHE @eL Cuwmer

Coumium e aflaréga] L.

Explain the difference between, ‘a person in police custody’ and ‘a person in judicial

custody’.

13. e pumy &gl CFiubd Curg @@m Qeuarmd GMaTUHDLILIHILD HEOL (LPEnD CTETET ?

What are the procedures to be followed by the officer while making arrest of a person?

14. qm pHwearpbd, bss s LsHd wHmib ertiGurg CuoHsl L Loarmiame ,eamudlLemb ?
At what stage and when a court can order further investigation?

HCCJMII/23 6



15.

16.

17.

18.

GSOOL FTLLLULL @meurr, @amm&@h Cuhul L Ghnhserssts alerissiubEnCung),
BHsgiemn BhHeuT e cHemroemuiid HHSULLFOTE ETEUGUETE| SHTOL  SETLEMET

el f&semid ?

What is the maximum period of imprisonment a Judicial Magistrate can impose imone

trial when the accused is tried for more than one offences?

peissd whmb elhisme QFigd erarUedmisHE @aluiuimer GeimiLim ererer?

What is the difference between discharge and agquittal?

HovermileferCumg ensliuppliu@d Qun@er BHweamsdHed eraflamaiiu@ssiuGSng.
Searme =g edlgmramaruid eups@l Cummermas @GHUALLILIL aldenw. g elsmyeanemnr
Wy bs YnG ereuaumm FHpLLEEHDg 2

How, property seized during investigation and produced before the court but not

marked as case propertydn the trial, be disposed after completion of trial?

Bssimm Bheum s ey Cuoplsrerer almbLADCLTE, Y uila| QFiauSHE (PETUTSED

Gerumse b WetudmLILIHLLD L (PaDESamer 6lleT&EeEe]|b.

Explain the pre and post inspection procedures to be followed, when the Judicial

Magistrate decides to conduct Local Inspection.

7 HCCJMIL/23
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19.

20.

21.

22.

LGS < — (2x5=10)
PART B — (2x5=10)

gCaend @ran®h temssEnsE allewefldseayLb.

Answer any TWO Questions.

apsglepe  ysrh Quppgd, BHssieon BhHeum, &.69.w.5., WGfle) 256(3)6r Sprer
Sfamrsmsl LwaTLhSS yaTeumrumLL  STeudgampullarenril Woearmile GCsuig,
Sfsmasuaiss YamamuilhSprr. sreuagiempuilernt Loarmiieydsalider, Wwpge| ANsEms
&g Qeudlpri. SHssmp pHeuT (Pige| Memsamuts QuHNSEISTEL gilb 6l eTemer
QewGeuaTHD ereLSH @ UIETL (Hs.

On receipt of a written complaint, the judicial magistrate exercising power under
Section 156(3) of Cr.P.C order the jurisdictiongpoliceyto imvestigate and report. The
police after investigation, files closure reportGuide the Judicial Magistrate what he
should do on receipt of the closure report.

gCaend pUflenr 6UP&E, @ATEH aP&HGMFELTTe SmHoull QupliubheushHasTear @GLphlaa
LHMID el (pepperwt 2 fw gL rildfley e clleTsEse]|b.

Explain with relevant provision of #he Code, the circumstances and the procedure for
withdrawal from prosecution of any person, by the public prosecutor.

cllgryenanrudlerGuLimg SLNGAGuIT{H D GSODEREFTL LI L6 (<4) xCr GluJulh)
ML UUL L eIpTS, @Q@BaTa (<)) oD GHOEHFTL LU L eurser elemrenem Bl safle
wepwrs lgngaman Bhivarnsdd weralmawrearmd, euemy Csiglidigss, BHssmm
BHeU cren@r Blaadly&amsser eT(h&Es CouerHld ?

What are.the steps a Judicial Magistrate should take to secure the accused absconding
during the trial? (a) If he is the sole accused. (b) If there are other accused appearing
before the trial court regularly on the hearing dates.

cllemyenent (WigbsHIb, yarmed Sl amasbupsHhb (wer EHsgimn pHeuUT SibS LRSS,
2wie| BHwemssred elarflssiincig@mss Couarbhbd erar 2 auidpmr. gHELGen
Bsgiemm BHeu ererer Qauiw GeuamhHibd ?

After completion of trial but before signing the judgment, the Judicial Magistrate
realises it is a case which ought to have been tried by a court of sessions. What then
the Judicial Magistrate do?
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23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

9fley @
SECTION C

UGS <o — (5 x3 =15)
PART A — (5 x 3 = 15)
gCaa@ib @b HarmesEnssE allen_weiléEsa|b.
Answer any FIVE Questions.
@bSlu srifwuE LD

INDIAN EVIDENCE ACT

Bdwermsder peraflaaiiLbhssrs euarser o drell ssb GNHs uruiomdl UiLse®
TDESHSHSSM? eren ?

Whether an oral admission as to the content of doeéument which is not produced before
the court is relevant? Why?

Beved LierCuim, Sw uiarGum, @)g) ereueumm GDHEALID cULPS@ESEHL 6T QST M LSS ILHEDS ?

Character Good and Bad, how it is relevantfin criminal cases?

gHsH L smss CasriipgQeliwiu@bn Cewudser @hss sdamym emeur, HGDM
glarrt @oersGLmg CETHEE WD eUTSEGPOD THESSESST? 6T ?

Whether statement’of one,conspirator in the absence of other conspirator with regard
to the acts done puxsuant to conspiracy is admissible. Why?

QR STTaTGmSWD iger alaerellamaryd Ghss Famndn em srsduler CsrLryamLeno
&N&g THESHGESTLHL 6T 6NeTésHab.

Explain'with illustration the relevancy of a fact which speaks about cause and effect.

sT Sl gL sdlen 9fey 6, Caerallflanevs smeamblen Qumg elflsasTear 6dlewd @ dsn mis @har
RETM CTETLG FHESSEESEN CTeTIens alleTdaa, L.

Section 6 of the evidence Act is one of the exception to the general rule hearsay
evidence is inadmissible. Explain.

@ossupan @SGWTILD udTuUm&Gse|b LHND @esspen @sCumiugsams ereielrm)
Hlepigs CouamT(Hlb ?
Define Digital signature and how to prove a digital signature.
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29.

30.

31.

32.

@il s Hwus s lulg Gereumeuareunenm o fluw s Lndfeer eflersse,b.
(<) Yo smé

(<)) e Curndl ellermgger

(@) smifuler Hlenemepeull LigLi95se.

Explain with relevant provision under Indian Evidence Act:

(a) Hostile witness
(b) Leading questions

(c) Refreshing the memory of the witness.

uEH < — (2 x5 =10)
PART B— (2x5=10)
gCaaib @ram®h lamssEnse olen wellgseab.
Answer any TWO Questions:.

(@) L (&@&Hoeurel LS @GS WD,

(<)) L Q&@GDDeuTef, GDDERFTL L LILILA 6 (HES THImer 6 SGHwmear srid.

(Sf) wHmID () erern CupHuly FadHBisen’ eaMIG6ETETn  (PIEITLITLTETEEULIT? DG
eTmsLararn QT weameiwr? @smeay sl dwus sl g o flu sl idfeysamens
GO (B 6T @s.

(a) An accomplice is unworthy of credit

(b) An accomplice shall be a competent witness against an accused.

Whether the above™ statements (a) and (b) are contradictory to each other or
complimentary tol eaegh other. Explain referring the relevant provisions under the
Evidence Act.

3

<, 7 YEESERESE Wty stanmoed CuTUOEDTT. Sieurg LaaTedl g SHaTeuT
@oiglelitmsis) oMeclsss Cermdort. ‘oelear smunt, seaig Wwear 2 ul(mL6r
@Q@UUSTEe|D, STEID, Sarg 2 pellarisEph &LbS 30 YETHSHEHSEGET DAeUaL
drrsgarCermd  erer o miFlu gapdlpri. @seer QuutGE@ED  Qummiiiy  ereul  Lg)
@D ?

‘A’ gone missing 7 years ago. His wife wants a declaration that her husband is dead.
The mother of ‘A’ asserts that her son is alive and seen by her and her relatives within
30 years. On whose shoulder the burden to prove lies?

Qe L hisamers GO H adliblereuins QuuIt9&@ b QuTmitienu
THSSSTL_ ()& @56 66TdEs.

Explain reverse burden of proof referring the statutes and with illustration.

HCCJMII/23 10



33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

sm 8l @meufler @phasw ensgGeposder OsrryeLen : 2 nHlubhsseusnsns
quiCurgl  @evsll LweTUBFIOTD  LHHID  GTeuT  @Qens  (WPIETUOSIHCUSDHSTS
LWeTURSSOMD ?  (Phevsw  ams@epon  ellss mid o lmrer @Qome  Sdag
s &8 (gLl eearmmed is5nH@ gCasamib atldallawsE o drarsm?

Relevancy of former statement of a witness: When it can be used for corroboration and
who can use it for contradiction. Is there any exception, if the witness whommade the
former statement is not alive or not traceable.

Gfley
SECTION D
UGS o — (5 x 3 =15)
PART A — (5 x 3 =15)
gCaaib @mbg Harmésens @ el weallssa|b.
Answer any FIVE Questions.
@b orflwudesienioliL|F sl b

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

QBm&EsgHlaaularCurg ougruamL " o Mamwamer Hngd eSS — &HSSHM &6 LD.
During emergency, the fundamental rights can be put under suspension - Comment.
@BHu  SremblELE  Lsder L@H IV, rsewvlys siisdar ugd Iy el
CuCammdl HH@ED = sHSHMTESEa|D.

Part IV of,theyIndian Constitution will prevail upon Part III of the constitution -
Comment.

@Bl ISpFmbLLULE  FULSSar  WpsULe],  eusrEd  FULSSlar  epod  SmpSsD
OEuIwELIL@mom?

Can the preamble to the Indian Constitution be amended through Ordinance.

SfgliLen sl LawliLs Csmdatens erarug Bdlermsden sambiiglril] @b, FFmwliL§
slLSM3S Smssh Oeuw primepwarnCn o sFsblaowrear dsrrperwg, <5 Gal
Qudurarg - Qésns5 GHSE elaTEEs.

Critical note on the comment: Basic structure theory is an invention of Court.
Parliament power to amend the constitution is supreme and absolute.

11 HCCJMIL/23
[$wriys/Turn over



38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

o wir BHwermsHer Spewnbs BHweanmisd/SriuTuBGer g6 samsTaniliiy o smysen
& o drerar cratLg GNSG HHESS SN UamTs.

Write a short note on the Superintendent power of the High Court over the
courts/tribunals subordinate to it.

SUOBT 4 H@&L vwamilsEs @ pumGs@erer o fawsE soLuldamowf? WSl jands
FULBIG@HL6T 6l6aTsEs.

Whether right of a person to travel abroad is unfettered. Explain @with case laws.

prarurl_(h Qardarens GHSg ellarése]b.

Explain the Doctrine of repugnancy.

LGS < — (2 x 5= 10)
PART B — (2X5=10)
gCaaid @ram®h NanssEnsE e wellsseab.
Answer any,TWO questions.
sMEEE GHUY aers : Apliybae oifstrerby woHmb QeTéss @eusdmrLSHSTET
orFanoliLy 2 fevio.

Short note on : Doctrine of eminent domain and the constitutional right to hold

property.

@B SrFaLILE FLATSSler Seugl @eaenTiL U L iguiedlenr nUubEDd wmg)?

What is the special feature of IX Schedule of the Indian Constitution?

@idu FASHIdNSE rsmLLILSF FULSHeT 2 My 141 wHOHmD 2oy 142 efl&@b
WpsIusgusms 6fleTdHEs.

Explain the significance of Article 141 and Article 142 of the Constitution to the
Indian Judiciary.

@BSHL SrFmLLIL em snl LTl & Cumerm irgemwli] erer lwii6lumidng) ?

Why Indian Constitution is known as a quasi federal constitution?
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C& e @p&smer GlLImS/Qrer @Ml sar

General Instructions to Candidates :

1)

i)

Caerall smafled Campidsill Herer clleurhiger wHMID FhsdHadr, igmeug BHoearnsder
Quuir, @L b, faIp&E cramser, yeuammsaier alurmsear, sylldeartsefler GQuWT WwHMID
sridlger opflueme  spumerCu. @@mubaind, Csieufsear emeuseaear  sfGluer
T (h 58156 s me (H elarTss e @ ellanwallss Couem@Hib.

The faets andwparticulars provided in the Question Paper i.e. the court’s name, place,
case numbers, documents details, names of parties and witnesses are fictional. Yet
candidates have to conclusively assume them to be true for the purpose of answering
the questions.

Caireuger sOIPIGCHT dag ghdaosHCar el aflss CoiamrBb. e s,
< iidFsSaib wrlwrd elawellss gnmg).

Candidates may write the answers either in English or in Tamil but not in both.



1i1)

iv)

V1)

vii)

Nermsgrermeng sl WOHMID ymide egaimsallen o derar. gCsaibd bCssbd @ mLider,
il allgGal (plgelrerg.

The Question Paper is provided in Tamil and English versions. In all matters and in
cases of doubt, English version is final.

Caieurrger smsmear BHuHurs uralss Casereflule OQar@ssiul L, “efUiTmsamer
seuansdns Caramph Cosmeiwnar e cHlamssamer cuamarhg OarThssldl L smigssaert e
SlgliuenL e Sy er(pse,.

The candidates have to assume themselves as Presiding Officers and teyconsider the
particulars furnished in questions and frame necessary issues and write judgements
on given facts.

CaireuigeT cupddler sameliy, eupda@, ererr, Budufer GLwIT, U@ eTem, <6ueamTmhigefler
Ul lqwd, Srudernis@rssns orm@h  eupssdlepiaaten [QLWLITSET, ,euemhs6t e
Uliqued womid grerm Cumearpeupern  er(Wpss FCsmattlieena. DjeueuTn er(pSHlaTTeLd
aupsSler smeliLsE WwSHUCua@TsdT cupmsUlL DI’ LTg. eupsder Frsdlaer WLHMID
sri lunsamer LMESG@D lsb, FhsdsE@pdE Curphsbd slLsms uNdsEhd alsb
demssEns@ Csieafasd (g PEelssier sryarmiseier, gL ulGaGu
EH LG LETSET aULPRISLILI(HILD.

Candidates need not write the cause title of case, case number, name of the judge, case
number, names of the counsel appearingsfor the parties, list of documents, evidence
etc, which would be indicative in mature. No marks will be awarded for writing the
cause title etc. Marks willdbe awarded based on the appreciation of facts and evidence,
application of law on the facts, reasoning given by the candidates for arriving at
whatever conclusionsthey have reached.

@nsl Wilella’ prer@ GCaarelsedr o drerar. oeubeumm Caetellub 25 wHUCUGTSmET
s merLg,.

There are 4 questions in this section and each question carries 25 marks.

Marrssense el wealsEbCung wer S (e eupdder elleurliuligume 6flss
Couamnig LiFlVewe. Seuprar jbeg @ppedd  QuPTs  UFLLL QUM  GULPEIGSHED
CaiTeumaiens @ LITSHOTE Deno|LD.

The candidates need not provide cause title with citation while answering questions.
Providing wrong or incomplete cause title or quoting a wrong citation will be
detrimental to the candidates.
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e eregor 1:

wrHm pepwureaksed L LiGfle] 138 2 Ler @&.64.qp.5., Gfley 2006 Sprear sefwmi
Q.

GSODEREFT L LILL L aIf 03/12/2006 e YsmismyiLmbgl . 7 @l ssamsW@) e
ISBIGERSEGET HBUGS smHeusts urs@nd eflsg sLer curmdearmt. sLer $HHuds
Qarhuuems 2md Qe Qurml@, sLer eurkmdu premerm, eh. 7 BeOLsssSsmen
03/02/2007  eramp  Ger  CaAulliulL srCsmene  eupmISLILLLL gl STCFTE®
salwssreilener wHHW Fml(Hpey eumdulled vewr e@GssTs FoTbEsHILEL Cung,
s1Csmene  ‘UamsCsrhly  Bmsdmeussiul L g’  eTerd  SmUULLL LGN LSTISTT,
12/02/2007 &M GOOERFTLLLUULLQUIHSE FLL UG LTSNy iainderT.
GDoEreTLriul e Qlefltieous Qupmstarear®, Ldeeaissaieama.

yarr 2 flu sreosdh@er srésd Qeuwiiul Hererg. 28 GWssion BHssieamn boHeuMer
Camilded erhsgSCETeTaTILL LGl LSTISTIT f.87.1 s eflemfldsiiuc Lt Hmuuiul
s1Camene®, ssa1d GMlliLmeaent, Hlellliber BHODHN BRIEHFD QUILMNS DLl &l
4 YeuaThigEhD (PDCL B.FT.9p.1 (PSD . FMy auamruied @GNk GQewutiul L ar.

GSDOEHETLLLILL L euT &MU 8G snemiqd Hlerm, snEsTeand LsTTsmymeaE, eupmhisLliLLalldeame
erameyld, LETIsTyT e Geusflumer erermid, (b6 6hg eUUBSD &Tihs 2 meb
@dme crara|b srlfubetgglereri. Sr@FTa®, L Ly QFQSSS5S555 SL 6T THEMETLLD
Sriughars eupmsliULcldame. aws@lllummarmar srGsmare Csrarabgiei L g,
smeugmpuiled Lsmm efldsliulLg. . 7 @Qeolgd sLar (ESTHSGDL DAaTe &S,
Lamismyme@ Hld eusdulicheame. ap 7 @olsb sier dasrhuughsmear Bl usmrsamss
sTaT468 GOHDEHFTL L UL L aITTed eU(HLOMaTE FTenn &b SrésHe CetwliuLelldame.
sreueglemmuiled SefiEslIlLL. ysTiler Bsd wHMID Larsbasrhlmu Finsdameiss ojers)
U &@E UL SIGSD 6T.FT.,.1 HMID 6T.&T..2 & GOHUEH Gl Ler.

GSDDEFTL_ (HE&@eT cuenarBgl, STUIL| eT(pss.

Prwate complaint under section 138 NI Act read with Section 200 CrPC:

The aeeused borrowed Rs. 7 lakhs from the complainant on 03/12/2006 with promise to
repay it within two months. To ensure repayment, a post dated cheque for Rs. 7 lakhs
dated 03/02/2007 was given on the date of borrowing. When the cheque was presented
for collection before the Central Co-op Bank Kaliakkavallai Branch, the cheque
returned as ‘payment stopped’. On 12/02/2007 the complainant issued notice to the

accused as required under the statute. The accused received the notice but did not

reply.

HCCJMIIL/23
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The complaint filed in time. It was taken on file by the judicial Magistrate,
Kuzhithurai. The complainant examined as PW-1. 4 documents, the returned cheque,
intimation memo, copy of the notice and the postal acknowledgment card marked as
Ex P-1 to Ex P-4 respectively. The accused mounted the witness box and deposed that
the cheque was not issued to the complainant. The complainant is a stranger and he

have no privity of contract with him.

The cheque was not issued for discharge of any legally enforceable debt. The subject
cheque was lost and police complaint lodged. Thereafter the bank‘was instructed to
stop payment if the cheque is presented for collection. Théwcomplainant have no
financial source to lend Rs. 7 lakhs. No income proof filed'by théycomplainant to show
the source to lend Rs. 7 lakhs.

The copy of the police complaint and the letter addressed.t6 his bank to stop payment
were marked as Ex D-1 and Ex D-2.

Frame charges and write judgment.

e ereter 2:

24.02.2014 SeTm HTEHE &WOTT 9.30 &S, RGTUSMD cU@GUL Uigd@ld 14 elwgl
SpBlurer urdssiiucl e udrells@s Gaoad eudluild, aubdssILL®H, Dieuerg)
WpasHedr AL eialiul’ gl ieioler sréSlueuamy SHmweanrd Ceug@aerer FbLSESETSSTEH
SeUeT QB 2OBSHD QUHSHSmLTE eTaTn ST LT FmMOIUETETTT. (GWTT (.&1.2)
ereTLIGU(HLD, @IrrEmbl 4&L1.8m.3) ereueHL soeoull puearpCGurg sredlwell Fbue
QL 550 mBg gl L. grédlweur, urHasiul L eifler WMLT & SOIPTF6T 6rer
SML_WIETD et ILC L. Urdl&siul e, Sjeuany Swend Celig@smerer nSSHTeD,
USleimiEi@ld  erarentld  Gamamigphsnit.  sradweflar  smwmt,  UTSHESLULLeueny
SMHEGUSHSG) STé&dweiany gravmqgw oLe6r  @Gboeurellunss — smL Ul (heTerr.
UTSSLUIL L aIf 2 L a@nguims 108  bLjeered euariquied CeuibOsmar b — oiys
(hSGlalbmars@s Oareamp OFoelulLTT, AR BES DT SEpETaLT WHESIHI6
so@rflée @uunulirer.  Beregmlly  sreud  Hloow 2 60 sreld S uieumer,
Quubsrar b  <ys  Ww@BSgelbaaruiadmhg sSsud  HoLdsn  CupmeLer,
hSFleunmans@Gs Cgerm  urdssiul L SAmdludler  UTSGPOSMS  T(PSFICLPELDTS
O.ET.. 1 & aT(hSg, @.5.5., Wfeyser 341, 294(=y), 506(1) wLHHID 3076 SPTET
GSDORISERSSTE GDOERFTL LUl L aifler 58 @Hn erer 60/201460 (p.&.H. (<.FT.<4.9)
ey Qauig, Sgamer Qguiblsrear b SHsgimn pheur FHweamsdHnE a9 ameussir.
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Betra Ly smeudd Hlevaws smeud puieurert Cs pratenn Ljoarmiiemes GuohGsmem(h 6.1
&g QFUSTT. DeumHeL Ll @ULSEH ams@Grpodsder gliuamiuied smedl of ylig
wagfer 1 evsliLpoliLlLgl. Heoamlie] (pigbsserGuifle, @.5.5., AMeygser 341, 294(=y,),
506(1)eh S ST &G555585 GDDBIGE@HSSTE GDDEHSFTLLLILL L U([HESG eTdlyms 26.07.2014
Sem @f @mnd Sdsms sTEse Oelwiul’Lgl. urdésiiul Lol CesTORETURSET
SDLBSTT TS D(HSHIGUTTOD GUPEISLILIL L sTwUE grarhs) Csfellssng.

urdlasiiur L Smull o.er.l s emfssiiul (), GHDERFTL LU L eUTTe Sussueient
S@LWITETD Sl lqarmer. S iqarmed (pasdled ghul L Shyamsamer B USHudL b, ojear
srlgermar wHmb BHuS Seuisarmed g T Awwrss  (GNSSIS WOSTETETEILIL L ).
9|.&M.2 ONID .871.3 @l Hlspeiler sridlser. ojeunsdr <f&r.l e dmu ss)
s Slwuweflgglererant. or&SsTUY sTWE Frandsamyp wearaflallpEse|Dd, of.F7.15@E
Sfleans 2aflss wmESFHIeuaT lgmissebd seubeill L g|.

GHDEST_(HSeT cuamarhgl, ST er(PgIs.

On 24.02.2014 at about 9.30 am., a 14 year old girl studying in IX standard was
waylaid and threw acid on the face of the victum on her way to school. The assailant
has exclaimed that she should not be in this \World when she has not assented for
marrying him. The assailant then fled from the scené when one Kumar (P.W.2) and
one Veerasami (P.W.3) tried to intervene, The assailant was identified as the cousin
Tamilarasan of the victim. The motivé was %0 take revenge since the victim refused to
marry him. The mother of the assailant.shown as co-accused for inducing the assailant
to attack the victim. The victim was rushed to the Jayamkondam Government
Hospital in an 108 Ambulance from where she was referred to Thanjavur Medical
College Hospital. The Sub Inspector of Police, Meensurutti Police Station, on receipt of
information from Jayamkondam Government Hospital, visited the hospital and took
the statement of the wictim girl reduced it into writing as Ex.P.1, registered an
FIR (Ex.P9) in Crime \No.60/2014 against the accused for the offences under
Sections 341, 294(b), 506(i) and 307 IPC and sent the same to Judicial Magistrate
Court, Jayamkendam.

The Inspeétor of Police, Meensurutti police station, took up the investigation on the
same day. A:l was arrested. Based on his confession, the empty acid bottle was
recoyered under mahazar. On completion of the investigation filed a final report on
26407.2014 against the accused for the offences punishable under Sections 341, 294(b),
506(). IPC."The wound certificate given by the doctor reveal that the victim had
sustained grievous injuries.

The victim girl examined as PW-1 identified the assailant the accused the acid burn
marks on the face of PW-1 shown to the judge and taken note by the judge in the
deposition. PW-2 and PW-3 both witnesses to the occurrence had supported the case of
the PW-1. The prosecution fail to produce the wound certificate and examine the
doctor who treated PW-1.

Frame charges and write judgment.
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e eregr 3:

.l Wpsd 6.3 cuarullernareuiser sCsTITEET. SeuTHeT Semaral(Hh FlLellGrrgwns
e  DETERSAID  FHULLENT.  elisdr  @ohgiCuraTeurTar  (PSSITTOIBISLD
aamueupLer FULeNGrTaoTs Wwad SjeTEnsd Csmiurs  GrFflamear  CFligeubseri.
@&l eperud e STERTLOTS, (PSS @ nbgGCureareufler LI @t W iy meur
@ugrahlib/9).am.1, 6.1 (Ps&® 6.3 auayulloraralisarmd sLsslLLlLTT. &, srmins
@nbgsCurerairred @GHol LasTt gearm Csrhissiul (b, g bHamewladaerg. @ ser
SIS, 6.1 (PSS 6.3 cuapullerareurser @nhseur g LmE eueTiggid OlsmeTL e,
SIS GTETT, DEUTEHET BITTUIERTEN/6r.7 2 L6 FHSSIL LI (H 6.4 (Pged o6 atenyullemer
el AWTSH&ECsTarmr. Goouy sHss0Lsms  BHlanpGeubmibClummr (.,
03.10.2003 Qem &Tewe 7.00 wewlwerelley  @nhHCU@men .81l 2 L6
QeueTeneramidl/2.gm.17 5@ QFTHSIOTET lq.6eTam-63-4806 eTenm WHe| erewr Clamenri q.rméLfled
cupgl Csramgmpasrr.  adflser  Smeuretser, Geul(hs EsSSHeT  wOmId  BIL(H
Qeug@arhasar gHlweupan  @meausgstsrarh  @obgsCuratemssts  odlelpser
crarueufler QseararbCamiied &régs0aTaTy (HHS@NT. (PSSHITTOMIRSGD UbSIHID, el B
BTL(H Qeug@amh 658, Seumenw 2 L (ppaudaidiaimsbgrasuled srédl, o6 mhsE
rewd  elleearellSanT. STWLLBHS . FTd] WIET.6DL0 (HSFHeULMETEHE ©l& e (H
QeeUULLTT. &.8T.4 Yar Hrmnsselr FdLSMSEGEETaEODTT. SOD FhiE (NgFmrenam
QsT_m@GeushH@ WearGL @nhsel) eremicur 03.10.2003 Ijerm &Hraned 8.00 Lewtwereslc
et eflggmr. Copug yart, sreid epiieareryred udley Cewwiulir g, @eur Gaelg
Qum@pLaer gL b, 1908ar Gfleyser 3 wHMID 5 erarLCsTH @).5.5., Gfejser 147, 148,
341, 324, 307 LHHID 3026 SPTET GHOBGERSSTE (P.5.3H.8 LHey QT 1p.5.<oi.
womb yarr BHssieon pReur BHwensdHb@E Sieuiutiul k), 03.10.2003 Sern GHLseD
3.30 wanfls@ QupmEOsTETeTLILIL L g).

03.10.2003 jemm A& 900 waflésE W.5.2.8 JubmssTarcurrar &reld
Suieurert, Fbual @F§ms sTeve 9.30  warflsE umiameuldl ()  Leermiiemels
Qar_mdlermi. e of.emdl LHMID .FT.126T (pemallanauiled LTTenel DEFT (.&T.y,.1)
wHmib LrHM, ueFULD (9.8m.,.35) sunt Ceugrr. 9Crs elemyenen BLSSHw e,
@npgCuramefler g, CouarhCaTeT Hi4SSSHLET (N.FT..23) FLOG FaDTUIe|EETE
@I LG Fbuel Q@QUSHO(BHE @rssssmn Ugbhs LOHMID LigUTs DETamID,
@sanan, @rerh Cmmg Cemuyser, qrrélfler erepedlafler GuoadLnsdlalmhg LiEhe
glem(hser, Gellg@amenl eDLILSHEG LWeTUBHSSILL L gawtluler 4 aTHs6r, 1qrméL e
v SCRrSeLfler 2 oLpbs FaTOser (2.87.0url Wpad <f.e1.0urs) cumyullorareama
@&LILIMHMm) L& &l 6ot (31.8M.2,.2) & @&UIUHDUILL L. @b QumT(BL&eT
Ligeuld 91 (.8M.,.19)er &1 BSlwensHib@ el L ar.

sTwbeL s Tl dlumear o.gml., @aldemm erdflmwub e wrard sriiquGsr(),
sjalfseaier OeaefliumLwrar  @ops OCsuemeoud Cgflelgstr. @sluDHEISHE,
sowerflbg @uUsRIr Salss @m gear srifurer o.smd Yoy sl Swuns
wrdledN L.

GHDEST_(HSET cuamaThgl, ST eT(PgIs.
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A-1 to A-3 are brothers. They all involved in illegal sand mining. They had a dispute
with one Muthuramalingam / the deceased regarding mining of the sand illegally. In
consequence to this dispute, earlier one Ibrahim / P.W.1, who was an employee of the
deceased, was abducted by A1l to A3. In this regard a criminal complaint was given by
the deceased and pending. Owing to this, Al to A3 had developed a grudge against the
deceased and consequently, had entered into a conspiracy with Narayanany/ A7, "“who
had engaged hirelings. A-4 to A-6. In furtherance of the saidf congpiraey, On
03.10.2003 at 7.00 a.m., the deceased along with P.W.1 came in a Tractor; bearing
Registration No.TN-63-4806 owned by Vellaisamy / P.W.17. the “accused who had
gathered near a coconut grove of one Arivazhagan with sicklespbill-hook machete and
country bombs, waiting for the deceased threw the countryybomb and attacked
Muthuramalingam indiscriminately all over body amd caused his death. PW-1 who
sustained injuries was taken to the hospital by PW-6. P.W.4, a Villager, had witnessed
the occurrence. One Tamil Sangu, (who died prior to thesecommencement of the trial)
had lodged a complaint at around 8.00 a.mmspond03.10:2003. The said complaint was
recorded by the Inspector of Police, whio registered the FIR for the offence under
Sections 147, 148, 341, 324, 307 and 302 TPC, apart from Sections 3 and 5 of Explosive
Substances Act, 1908. The FIR andfcomplaint that were sent to the dJudicial
Magistrate’s Court, was received on 03.10:2003 at 3.30 p.m.

The Inspector of Police,swho had received the FIR at 9.00 a.m., on 03.10.2003,
commenced the investigation gby visiting the scene of occurrence on 9.30 a.m.
He prepared the gbservation/mahazar (Ex.P1) and rough sketch (Ex.P35), in the
presence of P.W.11. and P.W.12. After conducting inquest, the body of the deceased
was sent fordautopsy,with a requisition letter (Ex.P23). The soil, with and without
blood stains atithe scene of occurrence, was taken along with two pairs of slippers,
cotton_pieces fromrthe top of the engine of the Tractor, 4 pieces of cloth used to cover
thebomb, the broken pieces of speedometer of the Tractor (PMO.1 to PMO.8) under
seizure mahazar (Ex.P2). These articles were sent to the Court under Form 91
(Ex.P19).

PW-1 the injured witness identified each of the accused and their overt act in the
crime. PW-4 the bystander, one witness to the confession leading to recovery turned
hostile.

Frame charges and write judgment.
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e eresr 4:

@OmEpeT Ll e Cgerenar, wulleoriiyd Heer umrs Gl eumdluled(mbg LT
UHmIE SL6m eumBSlearTT. eh. 50 @eLU Fb sLaiéans, fh. 1 Camg wdlliLarer Cersg gieneanTL
Yeverworss QsTHSSLILLIL . eped WeUaTDd, LSSHT AHLOMEIDOTE eudsLILL L g
emart  @GDOEFTULOULL eI el iqgujLer  sLer  Ogmamsaws  SHopubs  Cewsss
seuPlell L. LSHT AOLOTATDOTS @eUSSILL L (Pe el L orard Qemgsler s
umIdl BLelgsMmE Thd&s WOl L CUTg, DBS AEITD 2 ETENLDUITETSE GIem 6k
s Hbsg. erearGel @GHomepm BpLUsSms Corsy, ewTHMSD WLHMD CUbTULIFeamTLD
Yaarge Cumemn @oHpsdHostar wpepui(h Ceuwliul L gl. rdibeysrIaieT sifeldg
Hoarmies@l  bereart, glevewrll  Gepewtwionss  CesmrOEsUUILiy, P’ <eueanTld
Qumiwmeuentd ererm Mlellwed FHlyemrien smSHILer QM ANEDFMUSIBTEHL CFlsg).
sbupsLILL L Yeatauaguier griudeumen, WrFflenars@ifiu 56l EmTD |\ 2 TN Lo LI TETS 660
CTETM GUMTSGHELPEOLD 6T SSICTETTIT.

Thss  GDHORGEEESETE Bl GDDFFTL(HSET  cuaaTelTHET? ATHESSTLILY ST S saef e
demgenent  (pighs m@E, Hemrenant  HlayeneuliledmEmasudld, (GDmEpFT L LUl L6l
auliguLer Qorss sLer Lgrensewwbd undéeg Smlds degsdHetdrh, Curb Cusbd
CeuairHCamener eneuliLIZHETES elaTanTiILD ETaNS. sTE&H Ceudpr erafed, @smE Bellim
ereueumml pLaulgdHens eTBLITT? Cgd @& d 2 migEnamiw STl ererer?

The accused borrowed cash credit loansfrom State Bank of India, Mylapore Branch,
Chennai. For the loan of Rs 50 lakhs, property worth Rs 1 crore given as collateral
security. The title document deposited to create equitable mortgage. Later the accused
failed to repay the loan _amount®with interest. When the bank wanted to proceed
against the property mortgaged by deposit of title deed creating equitable mortgage,
the bank found the_decument is not genuine. Hence complaint for criminal breach of
trust, cheating and forgery. The respondent police after investigation, filed final report
along with the" opinion of the scientific expert that the tital document given as
collateral seéurity/is 4 false document. Sub Registrar of the concern jurisdiction given
statement that the disputed document not genuine.

Forfwhat offences you will frame charges? If, pending trial after examination of
prosecutionywitnesses, the accused repays the entire loan amount with interest to the
bank and file an application for plea bargain. How will you proceed and what will be
your judgment?
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FLL G Fmer I1I
LAW PAPER III
(86D HOID rEidle euigauLb)
(Tamil & English Versions)

Cryd : 3 wewfl Qwrss wHUGUETEeT : 100
Duration : 3 Hours Max. Marks : 100

C&rreuiis@pésmer ClLingaurer &mln sar :

General Instructions to Candidates :

1)

i)

Caerall smafleh L&sr@iss iUl Heter clleughiger wOHMID FhsdHadr, gmeug Boearnsder
Quui, @b aupd(E, wrerget, euammsailer elugmser, sriearisatier GLwm wHmID
sl dlgem opBlerer  sHumerCu. @@ulbaybd, Csreuisear emeusanear  sfGClwer
THSg&CsTaEmbH MaTssensE el wailss Geuemr(ib.

The facts and™particulars provided in the Question Paper i.e., the court’s name, place,
case numbers, documents details, names of parties and witnesses are fictional. Yet
candidates have to conclusively assume them to be true for the purpose of answering
the questions.

Carauiser sWlflGar jdag YhidasHCar allan eflss GCouarHbd. e sWINID,
QY rdlosdad wrhlrd el welléss gnmg).

Candidates may write the answers either in English or in Tamil but not in both.



1i1)

v)

V1)

vii)

viii)

Nermsgrermeng sl WOHMID ymide egaimsallen o derar. gCsaibd bCssbd @ mLider,
sl allgCor @mdlwirerg.

The Question Paper is provided in Tamil and English versions. In all matters and in
cases of doubt, English version is final.

Caieurrger ghgmer BHwarnsdear pHourms @iwrailsg, SCp Carhidsiw Herer
Caaralls@ il  alurmsamer LSS qeuCeurm @HOL  FTLOULLAIHSE, eTSTTs
Coameuwinar GHn&sT_ (Haamer euaaThgl CETHESILL L FhsHSET oiiqLblien bl EiienL
(s Ceuar(HLd.

The candidates have to assume themselves as Presiding Officers'and to ceonsider the
details furnished in the question and frame necessary charges specifically against
each accused if required and write judgment on the facts given.

CaireuigeT cupddler samoliy, eupda@, ererm, Bdudufer GLwim, qupdE erem, <=6uamrmhigefler
Ul lqwd, Srudernis@rssns orm@h  eupssdlehtaaton JCLWLITSET, ,euemhisert e
Uliquwied womid grerm Cumearpeupern  eT(WpsSe Coameltledena. jeueumn er(pdHlarTeild
upsSler smeLILEE WWSHUCUGTSET cUPBIGLLILWLITL LI epsdler sFrsslser wmHmb
st Alumsamer LMESG@D lsb, Fhsds@Ess LUr@mhsb sLsms uNdsEnd alsb
LHNID SaTTésEHsE CaMeUTEET 6T(PgIDyPigaisasTar sTramhisafler, gL GG
EH G LEHTSET GULPRISLILI(HILD.

Candidates need not write the cause title of fhe case, case number, name of the judge,
case number, names of the counsel appearing for the parties, list of documents,
evidence etc, which would be indicative in nature. No marks will be awarded for
writing the cause title eté. Marks will be awarded based on the appreciation of facts
and evidence, application of law on the facts, reasoning given by the candidates for
arriving at whatevef conclusion they have reached.

@nbsl Gflelld mrer@, @&aralsedr o drerar. eeubeumm Caetedlub 25 wHUCUGTSMmET
CsmerLg,.

There are 4 questions in this section and each question carries 25 marks.

darssendg oL wealsEbCung wer S (e cupdder elleurliuligqume 6flss
Cauamigwdlovene. gseuprar oeg @ uprgs  NurlUlIGUE®  GULPKIEHS®
CaiTeuaEhs@ LITSHOTE DenoLD.

The candidates need not provide cause title with citation while answering questions.
Providing wrong or incomplete cause title or quoting a wrong citation will be
detrimental to the candidates.

Apuiyg  slLmsdar  Ogroiumer Cserellgafles Cgreunsdr @Ghoesmi(hsemer ouameaTs
Coemaluflerena.

The candidates need not frame charges in the questions relating to Special Acts.
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98 5 Gean Blasms epdld Carhsseab, paruarons GuptulL Blomss Cgramsmwus

Smugs Cesaugse d oy SsHE wLrOPTs Awrss CQuTpULDFD  UETSMSLLD
auliguLer FHmulueisseynd ufsmisas cuarunsg goHp®ms RdNeSHETE 2 flan
QUPSGS SMEaH gLl L g,).

UPEEGT :

aundl, aups@s Qersdlenar Gsrens ep. 15,00,000/-6 (eRUML LFlenaThEI @) &by L (HILD)
Qsmeng ep. 10,00,000/- (peruemLTEE e 02/09/2009 jerm, Hlaagud UUBSD
QewiglQsramnt. @UUbssSmS (PLGLILSDSTS (L) DTS ST SeUsHTED) Hifemuissiiur L g|.
2 g&am Hlowb, em deamn womb cufllurag o flevwu|er Qareamiy Blouurliemu albhusns,
UiLsQaTeatariiLl L gl aurd Bss Hevgus Csrasamws LaThids Heogu Bl eilgsameHen
WlusnHE swumprse b, eNmUUpLaid rdeurdlsmer andlermT, Sjefser &Ghss
sTSHDEGE @UUbsSms HlanCaihnrned Csmeulearil srabsTpsdearnt. @shélauied,
Ao 3 srLilfleniser aupsGs Cersdear e LG Bs@ Maw Carys Asmrdeart. <sCa,
aurdl, drdlaunds@Eps@h <bs 3b srudams@ps@d 30/03/2010b GCadludl ol
siplafllienu Setibearr. elpueiiserrer Yfdeufdser oidlallissE udoeaflssaiidame. 3D
srulerrser, Grdleurdlsermed BHlavpCaippliih Sy LSS THRIGET ePOLOTS Ljed 6TesT

210/18 A & o drer 2.83 g&ait Hleowsdelmbg) st 1.84% &S HleosHled Hmisend@erer

o flewwenw 2 mFluL CAsflelsgs udwelgseart. Grdeindaer 98%@&6'0“'_ Bleoogenssmem

s mbgsart, amd Mrderdsar 2.00 g&sisdr oarg Hisgsammd Haogu @UiLBSD
Qeug ClEmeRTLai.

NefiigsEl 9ng, Grderdsdr, ardow ad, edpsiiuLmod o dmer WBgeperer
98 & Qear UpLueTe) Garam. flasms, Qsdrn @emsd @. 7,500/~ eam eleouid

Apseyd, NsHures Csreswrer . 2,61,250/-13 Hmuuelssayd X wHmb Y erern
Armp  Cuflueairseflenr  @perafleneuies eurs@mdueaissart. eearCo  Grdeundser
@UbmISCSTERT eH. 10,00,000/- perUTSSH (BB h. 7,38,750/- & eeusgis0sa (),
B&  emy, 2,61,250/-g Hmuds Qar@sdmsés Ceuarhib. Grdeurdaser Cupuigwimer
L6 g HEn&En L] DHESTHSTD, Grdeundls@nsE  03/10/2011 N iMledliy
SI@ILIL|DUIGUITETE, Dgmens CsmLihgl, 98% Qearhsarar Saqul usdHrsamsl Lfle]
Qewweybd, ep. 2,61,250/- & Fmulbwellsse|b Sdog <sHE LIHDTE LGS HaorTus
Qamenswng  CsrE&siulL @10 @eolsb GCurmiymdl  uewrd  (WppeuamSu|h
Qe rarmsE 9%  euligujLer  Fpudwueissen  ghpens  dHmieusHETET

QPSS LILL L g).
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T QUPSGET :

upsGF Gargg Sm. umevL i mrer elldadlwb Caly ereruel(héEE CFTHSOTETE 6TeammiD,
Sjeulm 31/10/1994d Gl i L devquts usdrsder Ep ws curmlarmm eremmd
@uarmbd Grdleurdl elisasTadprT. Seurg @nUyssLl Ung, 2 e 5 cuampullene
Yrdleurdlsermar oeurg wevarellybd GWHssEhh Seubpan  wrLflepwouimetiFmblubn,
gal_(Hflenwreryrarmiser. eurdluier wHm smbm&er wrebd WpHMQib Quilfiunareel. cursl
02/09/2009 et 2 g&&T Hlosdh@ Qwrss dHarus Csraswrear apads @ s55d
. 10 Qe ssans erUaronsd Qarhsg Grdeurdlsep s Hafuly Uubsn Csuig)
QaTeRTLmT  eTetn eufg Fmhm  bmssLLBSamg. urd ‘@mlurgd WArdeurdew
samiseildveama, Goaib e Wrderdsalmbg SHorwun UsHrseams HlanCaubHdli
QuueugH& eThss sTOsLLSHQID sumprsebd afpLuuwraib 8 mbsCauldame.
o amepoufled, eumHLd  @QELusrss  GemdolwOn.  SHogult  uSHTD  SLENGHTS
Qar@ssiurL @  GoerwGowurgbd, sler 4 Srestiul el Lgred  eurdwumed
S@ILULULLSTHE Qereoeliu@b 30/03/201L0H Caglulldiur L obleliysel udoallsss
Coamaiuflerana. I IEING RULSLsmeTartiLC L Blevg Sl e SIBSLI WIGE
PGS TN TS EMh&E 2L end DM MlFWuiriurL gl eTemn eUTSD mISSILHSDS.
rdeundlaer  er@pdlw 98% Qeear Hleogas ep. 7,500/- ererp 6igsHed NHuUFSHS
aumQumfluns eULsCETaTL e cerm samelg (uml erars gl wnsgamrssliLbhSng.
ups@ Sorw euubsCw CeuhLBss5555500 eearugT®, eurdulear griuns denrull
usSrd HlevpGeupdug | (&hss [hrsflenar erpCeu erprgl. Bar_ sTeLTE AL WITS
@mbEINL{H, LIHYL UASIISEIL T ghpans A dHnieughsrar o Man cUpsE STOHSTHHI
a0 Cetwubti@drerg g POHNeDd QUILIWTETE ETETUSTD DAUGIPSE SHET@HLI
QeuwtiupelspEiusT@Gh. SHorwu  uUuUbsSD OFOs5s558 Tar  AeTalsss
QaTerTL_TeBign L, @ULBSS®MS (PYLlILSHSTET ST 02/09/2009a)(hbg 7 LI
STOWMEGLD. “ouflenn 6IpHE@E 03/11/2011 emsner &HMEs0 CFuwiul(Hearerg, ourdl
2feurg elinbssms HlapCGoudn swmrmseb eHlHLLAPLEID @O Lanand &bl e
> flenid), cuPEMaE STOBSTRES STEs0 Cswugemarmt eeammbd Sroralss @Q&smsasGu

FTATDTH D).

SBsHS sTliIkdaseailen eurgerseaic GDUALLILIL (HieTer Y euambasea @GOulL LUl (HeTaTer.
@ eliubssSnE aundl, hrdeund wHmib X erl Hserrs ellgrfasiiul L e,

UPEQEL amésamer euamarhbgl, STUIL| eT(pgIs.
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The suit filed for specific performance restricting the relief to execute 98 % cent of land

and to refund the excess amount received as advance or in alternate to refund the

entire earnest money with interest.

Plaint :

The plaintiff entered into an sale agreement on 02/09/2009 in reéspect’ of the suit
property for a sum of Rs. 15,00,000/- (Rupees Fifteen Lakhs only) and paid@advance of
Rs. 10,00,000. Seven month time was fixed for completion of,the contract. The extent
of land agreed to be sold was 2 acres land, a well and passage right. While the plaintiff
was ready and willing to complete the sale transaction’and approached the defendants
to execute the sale deed on receipt of the,ybalance sale consideration, they
unnecessarily postponed the completion of thed contract with the time fixed.
Meanwhile, some 3rd parties started claiming right over portion of the suit property.
So, the plaintiff caused notice dated=30/03/2010 to the defendants and to those

3rd parties. The defendants who are wendors did not reply to the notice. The 3rd parties

replied asserting their right over about 1.84% acres of land out of 2.83 acres of land in

S.No. 210/18 A through sale deedsfexecuted by the defendants. A defendants hold only

98% cents of land but by misrepresentation entered into sale agreement for

2.00 Acres.

After notices the /defemdants approached the plaintiff and orally promised in the

presence ofyvillage elders X and Y, to sell the remaining extent of 98% cents left

unseld tat the rate of Rs. 7,500/- per cent and refund the difference money
Rs.72,61,250/-. Thus the defendants after retaining Rs. 7,38,750/- from out of the
advance, of Rs. 10,00,000/- received, should return the balance Rs. 2,61,250/-. The
defendants did not honour the said commitment which lead to causing notice to the
defendants on 03/10/2011 and subsequently the suit for specific performance to
register the sale deed for 98 % cents and refund Rs. 2,61,250/- or in alternate to return
the entire earnest money of Rs.10 lakhs paid towards part sale consideration, with

interest at the rate of 9% pa.

HCCJIMIV/23
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Written Statement :

The second defendant admits the suit property belong to one Mr. Pastor John William
Carey, who purchased it under a sale deed dated 31/10/1994. After his demise,
defendants 2 to 5 who are his wife and children succeeded the same and became the
joint owners. The other averments of the plaintiff are absolutely false. Thefelaum of'the
plaintiff that he entered into a sale agreement with the defendants ond02/09/2009 and
advanced Rs.10 lakhs as against the total sale consideration of Rs.15 lakhs for 2 acres
of land are denied. The plaintiff had never ever approached the défendants and he was
not at all ready and willing at any point of time to get the sale deed executed from the
defendants. In fact the alleged sale agreement with the plaintiff'was executed only as
a security for the loan, as the loan was discharged there was no necessity to reply the
alleged notice dated 30/03/2010 sent by the plaintiff. The avexment that part of the
land agreed to sell was alienated to third parties are denied. The claim that the

defendants orally agreed to sell the remaining 98{ cents of land at the rate of

Rs. 7,500/- cents are denied as false. Since the suit sale agreement itself is not
enforceable, the question of executing saleideed in favour of the plaintiff does not arise
at all. After keeping silent for long #ime,belatedly the suit for specific performance
with alternate relief is filed, which 1s'liable to be dismissed being laid with absolute
falsehood. Even assuming the sale agréement is valid, the time for completion of
contract was 7 months from 02/09/2009 and the suit filed only on 03/11/2011 this fact
1s proof to hold the plaintiff was not ready and willing to perform his contract and laid
the suit belatedly with ¢oncocted version.

The documents referred 1n the pleadings of respective parties marked. The plaintiff,
defendant and X as witness to oral agreement examined.

Frame issues,andywrite judgment.

2. uems sLepen eu@Gdllugharear CamwbLggsrt dHever LCITLT euRSWmd® (pHerenns
SLamen™ WHmb 2 5376UTsh AelFsauTs@rsd aHimas srése Csuwlumb 2 famw
RIMEICE

URSEGT FnhmSeTen F(HESLD

awurdl @m GCsAwubwbrssiul L aubd @b, gem eunrd Gt ugHE smrumeTT
<eurt. pse Wrdleundl 01/01/2000 jerm eumSuled (Hbg T meTm&E@® 12% 6ullq&S,
. 1,50,000/- & sLer Qupm, @@ sLamdls oL eawds Csrhssmr. cuemils
FTSH(HLULSET (P  LUeeanmuong  enLbIerd eussliulLer. @rermb LHnibd

eparpmd Ardleurdlser sLans@ 2 5F57aunsd eflsgseursermeur. 2 wHmID b Gydeurdger
HCCJMIV/23 6



2 FFTeUNs Jalarsms (PHs0aThSsCsT(H), shsEpalw Caflu Cabluyl usdrhisamar
uEIEIL b glenenrll lenambong L@ aeugsart. (psord Wrdeurdl sLer dgreansamus
SmU9E Qeqsss seudledl L. 1 psd 3 cuaruilerer rdleinds@nssE sLameans SmLds
AEZNET:S 30/04/2002 et Hledlliy  SeliLtiul L g Seuser  Mlellvienu
QupmsCaETaETEHL, sLear el lgu|Lar SHmHUas eqss (pearelrallerene.

s Wrdleurdl augeilevency. @rewrLmbd wHMID eperprd Wrdleundl erdli eupsGeTans
SM&a0 g o M UGS T TSST.

THIT QUPSEGDT FHMISETET F(HSSLD

GrHeundla@pd eundlud emeuayun el NbseUTHET. culd HRENET 2 60T (H & (@HdH 6T
Smuls  Qequsdelheusts 2 mfuaisssanCuildy, SEUTHer SLaISSTRT  FanewTL
Yenemrwions Caflw Calliyl usdrhsamers QsTOSETT. ST EUPBIGUSHETE eUnbiS
eh. 1,50,000/- sarer sLaymls FlenL b, p. 3 Qe s andlulierer cuanfls #ysdmriLsamen
SiemLwrarnrss Csl@u QupmststarLg. slameas SHnuls Csqsstesms SeuTser
<2DBsCung, wgeombd Yrdeundl eLmeard aedsiul L Qurmplsamer ellhmiedr L,
Cogib e omears QurmLsailer allhLener eubisluler FbgsgiLer BLbssT? erars Cal(h
aurduner eundlssE rdeundlsdr susb c@pdlant: cundl smsEnsaE egleb Ggfumg erear
vdeallssg. wgeombd Wrdeird oeLbrarbdmeaussiil L QurmLrsamer PpavpGsLmae, L,
sl Crmsrsed elpuemer GelugiellLass @Nsgs 2 wombd 3 b Grdeundsdr
untdl&@ Bamhb s4s0 sl Osfalssai.

wpsord Wrdleundl, pserenn Geemwors el orard ameudssiul L QuTmLlsamer 2
wHmId 3 UrdandsEps@” Osfumogib, Fbwgsmsls GQuUDTLID  edbhmed L.
QYMSWTD 2 SFFUTSD Jefsseursearmar 2 wohmd 3  Grdleundlaer aumdlsE Lo
QeaSgIeuSH@N Wals6TeaIT.

cumiidl Goememi aimgr. 1 @8 edlemflgsiiul Lt 3 yeuamrhser @GOk Gl Ler.

3@ rdourdl erpdsQarhss sLambs S0 uT.am.y,. 1 YGLb.

s lirdairdumd el rard @eusslul L alals FFsSl(HrL eUamTd GUT.&T.y,. 2
NGNS

@uarrLmbd wHmbd eperord Grdeindsermed enLreard eeudssliul L Caslw Gyl
LUSSTD GUT.FT.. 3 & LD.

@uarrmbd Gydleirdl G.em1 s derfsslul L. eurdurer eukidlsE eurger er(pdlw
Slg s 9.7, 1 oMb 9.6 2 s GHUIE QEwwiLLl L e

UPEOEL amssamer euamarhbgl, STUL| eT(pgis.

HCCJIMIV/23
[$wriys/Turn over



Suit by Bank of Baroda, Coimbatore Branch for realization of money lend against the
principal borrower and the guarantors.

Gist of the plaint averments :

The plaintiff is a nationalized bank represented by its Branch Manager. The, first
defendant 1s the borrower loan of Rs. 1,50,000/- for interest at the rate of 12%wpa,from
the Bank on 01/01/2000 and had executed a pro note. The stocks in trade was
hypothecated as primary security. The second and third defendants are the
guarantors for the loan. The defendants 2 and 3 had executed a déed of guarantee and
had pledged their National Savings Certificates with the bank as cellateral security.
The first defendant failed to repay the loan amount. Notice to*discharge the debt sent
on 30/04/2002 sent to defendants 1 to 3. They received thémotice but'they did not turn
to repay the loan amount with interest.

First defendant remained absent. Second and third defendant filed written statement
and contested the suit.

Gist of the written statement averments :

The defendants and the plaintiff know €ach’ other. On the assurance of the plaintiff
that he will repay the loan within 2 years] they gave the National Savings Certificates
as a collateral security for the loan. For the loan advanced the bank had secured
demand promissory note for Rs. 1,50,000/- and hypothecation of stock in trade worth
Rs. 3 lakhs. When they came t@ know that without repaying the loan, the first
defendant had sold the goods hypothecated, the defendants wrote to the plaintiff Bank
and enquired whether the sale jof the hypothecated goods was with the consent of the
Bank. The bank replied it was not within their knowledge. The defendant 2 and 3
again wrote to thesbank informing about the irregularity and illegal sale of
hypothecated goods by the first defendant.

The first ‘defendant had disposed the hypothecated goods which is the primary
security without the knowledge and consent of the defendants 2 and 3. Therefore the
2nd gnd 8rd defendants as guarantors are not liable to pay the bank.

Bank Manager was examined as PW-1. Marked 3 documents.
Ex A-1 Pronote by first defendant.

Ex A-2 Deed of hypothecation of goods in trade by D-1.

Ex A-3 Deed of pledge of NSS by D 2 and D3.

The Second defendant was examined as DW-1. Marked Ex B-1 and Ex B-2 : Their
Letters to the plaintiff bank.

Frame issues and write judgment.
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Suit for specific performance of an agreement of sale dated 31/01/2005.

Plaint averments :

The defendant is the owner of the suit schedule property. The defendant agreed to sell
it for a consideration of Rs. 25 lakhs and received advance of Rs. 15 lakhs. The deed
for agreement to sell entered between the parties on 31/01/2005. The time for
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completing the contract was fixed as 21 months. On 30/04/2006, the plaintiff paid the
balance sale consideration of Rs. 10 lakhs and was put in possession of the suit
schedule property by the defendant. The plaintiff was asked to be its care taker. The
plaintiff requested the defendant to execute the sale deed. Depite repeated demands,
the defendant not willing to execute the sale deed. Notice sent on 10/11/2006 calling
upon the defendant to come to the Sub Registrar Office and executesthe sale deed,
returned unserved. Fearing the defendant may alienate the property tofthird*party,
suit for permanent injunction filed on 04/07/2007 with leave underiOr [T Rule 2 of CPC
to file separate suit for specific performance, if required. Thereafter, the present suit
laid on 21/08/2008 for specific performance or in alternate, towreturn the money

advanced with interest.

Gist of the Written Statement :

The suit agreement was not intended to sell the property. It was executed as security
for the loan. The value of the property i1s ' meresthan 2 Crores of rupees. The
subsequent suit for specific performanee netsmaintain after filing the earlier suit for
permanent injunction. The suit filed @fter2¥ears from the date of notice suffers laches

and proves the plaintiff was not ready or willing to execute the agreement.

The plaintiff and the defendant examined as PW-1 and DW-1. The sale agreement and
notice are EX A-1 and Ex A-2. The guideline value for the property summoned from
Sub Registrar Office_maxked as court exhibit Ex C-1.

Frame issues and wxife judgment.
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Suit for permanent injunction, restraining the defendant, his men and agent from
mnterfering the peaceful possession of the plaintiff over the suit schedule property.

Gist of the plaint averments :

The suit property originally belongs to one Uruma Gounder. On his demise, the
property devolved on his son the plaintiff. The plaintiff had 2 sons. One of his son by
name Subramani predeceased his father (plaintiff). The widow of Subramani executed
a relinquish deed dated 10/12/2009 in respect to the suit property. The plaintiff is in
absolute possession and enjoyment of the suit property. Patta, adangal, kist receipts
are in the name of the plaintiff.
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From the defendant, the plaintiff borrowed Rs. 5,000/-. For which the defendant
obtained signatures of the plaintiff in blank stamp papers. The loan repaid
subsequently but the defendant did not return the blank signed stamp papers.
Subsequently the defendant sought to purchase the suit property for a song, but the
plaintiff refused. Infuriated, the defendant had misused the blank signed ‘stamp
papers obtained from the plaintiff and had fabricated a document as if the plaantiff
had sold the suit property on 25/12/2000 for Rs. 1,23,000/- and handed ‘over the
possession after receiving the sale consideration. On 17/04/2011 the defendant’and his
men trespassed into the suit property and attempted to reap the standingerops, which
was ripe for harvest. With much difficulty the attempt was thwarted. To prevent
recurrence of such attempt, the plaintiff pray for permanent injunction.

Gist of the written statement :

The suit property belongs to the defendant. The plaintifffsold away the property on
25/12/2000 and handed over the possession_after#xecuting the sale agreement. Since
two years time mentioned in the deeddfor registration and considering the close
relationship, deed was not registered”immeédiately though possession given to the
defendant. After taking possession, the défendant had cultivated sugarcane crop and it
1s ripe for cutting. When the defendant approached the plaintiff for registration of the
sale deed he refused. The defendant lodged a criminal complaint with the police and
the investigation is pending. T6 defeat the right of the defendant, the suit for
permanent injunction i§ filed with imaginary cause of action as if on 17/04/2011 the
defendant and his men‘and agents trespass into the suit property and attempted to
harvest the standing erép. The suit property always been with the possession of the
defendant sinée 25/12/2000 and the crops in the property were raised by the
defendant.

The plaintiff relies’on the patta, chitta, adangal and kist receipts for the suit property.
Thefdefendant relies on the unregistered sale deed dated 25/12/2000 and the copy of
the complaint given to the police against the plaintiff.

Frame issues and write judgment.
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