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Instructions :-

1. All questions are compulsory. Please, adhere to the words limit of

answers as specified in question paper and such violation may lead to
minus marking.

ot g afvard & | WEf 99 @ SR @ TE—dA YT @ 9 °F e 2, I°DT

ITLT UTAT B | Soeied IR HUNHS Aedldh & daodl 2 |

2. Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-

Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her own Name or Roll No.
or any mark of identification in any form or any Number or Name or
Mark, by which the Answer Book of a candidate may be distinguished/
identified from others, in any place of the Answer Book not provided
for, is strictly prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds, entail
cancellation of his/her candidature.
IR GRADT 3eral IgRs e & gu g ) Afde T o € agedie sifda
| IR gRae # ffde wm @ sfaRed e wIe ) oreem 9 a1 arwAie
AT BIg HHIG AT UgdrH &1 Iy [ 3ffdd & o & odemeft 37 s
RS @I 3 TR GRS A AT UEd o §d, daul ufiftg € iR o
IR & faRed, Swa! naffar e f5d S &1 JmeR 8 |

3. In case there is any mistake either or printing or of a factual nature, out
of the Hindi and English versions of the question, the English version
will be treated as standard.
gfe e g A el yorR @ I gEur A1 qamE Ffe B, A g B o=
AT U TRl # A SUS wUAN HAD AT ST |

4, Writing of all answers must be clear & legible. If the writing of Answer Book
written by any candidate is not clear or is illegible in view of Valuer/Valuers

then the valuation of such Answer Book may not be considered.
T IR @) for@me we R yeTE 'ET emavgd © | fedl ademrfl & gwr
fordt ¥ IoR—qRa@r @ fera@e ARk gewiwawd / qeAieAHaT B A H
IR AT S BNl A IAHT JodIH A6l [BAT AT FBT |
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Q.1- Write an article either in English or in Hindi on the following —20

Q.2-

Q.3-

Social topic :

fr=feRaawrarfors fawg ox Agsh ar fe<h 4 @ fafaw:

Gender discrimination in India

TRd # oifirs devrg

Write an article either in English or in Hindi on the following

legal topic:
ﬁﬁ%@ﬂﬁ%ﬁwwaﬁ—ﬁmﬁﬁé@m

“Essential practice” doctrine and Article 25 of Constitution of India

“Mege R RIS 3R MR & A &7 78T 25

Summar17e the following legal passage into English (In around

1/3" words of the passage given)
fr=feafaa faffe e &1 sdsh & wfRrcfexer #ifvg (RA

LT & THT 1/3 sl A):

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

Therefore the 'right against self-incrimination' protects persons
who have been formally accused as well as those who are examined
as suspects in criminal cases. It also extends to cover witnesses who
apprehend that their answers could expose them to criminal charges

in the ongoing investigation or even in cases other than the one
being investigated.
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Even though Section 161(2) of the Cr.P.C casts a wide
protective net to protect the formally accused persons as well as
suspects and witnesses during the investigative stage, Section 132 of
the Evidence Act limits the applicability of this protection to
witnesses during the trial stage. The latter provision provides that
witnesses cannot refuse to answer questions during a trial on the
ground that the answers could incriminate them. However, the
proviso to this section stipulates that the content of such answers
cannot expose the witness to arrest or prosecution, except for a
prosecution for giving false evidence. Therefore, the protection
accorded to witnesses at the stage of trial is not as wide as the one
accorded to the accused, suspects and witnesses during investigation
under Section 161(2), Cr.P.C. Furthermore, it is narrower than the
protection given to the accused during the trial stage under Section
313(3) and Proviso (b) to Section 315(1), Cr.P.C. The legislative
intent is to preserve the fact-finding function of a criminal trial.

Since the extension of the 'right against self- incrimination' to
suspects and witnesses has its basis in Section 161(2), Cr.P.C it is
not readily available to persons who are examined during
proceedings that are not governed by the code. There is a distinction
between proceedings of a purely criminal nature and those
proceedings which can culminate in punitive remedies and yet
cannot be characterised as criminal proceedings. The consistent
position has been that ordinarily Article 20(3) cannot be invoked by
witnesses during proceedings that cannot be characterised as
criminal proceedings. In administrative and quasi-criminal
proceedings, the protection of Article 20(3) becomes available only
after a person has been formally accused of committing an offence.

Section 27 of evidence Act, provides that when any fact is
deposed to as discovered in consequence of information received
from a person accused of any offence, in the custody of a police
officer, so much of the information, whether it amounts to a
confession or not, as relates distinctly to the fact thereby discovered,
may be proved. It cannot be disputed that by giving such information
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the accused furnishes evidence, and therefore is a 'witness' during
the investigation. Unless, however he is 'compelled' to give the
information he cannot be said to be 'compelled' to be a witness; and
so Article 20(3) is not infringed. Compulsion is not however
inherent in the receipt of information from an accused person in the
custody of a police officer. There may be cases where an accused in
custody is compelled to give the information later on sought to be
proved under S. 27. There will be other cases where the accused
gives the information without any compulsion. Where the accused is
compelled to give information it will be an infringement of Art.
20(3); but there is no such infringement where he gives the
information without any compulsion.

The distinction. between inculpatory and exculpatory evidence
gathered during investigation is relevant for deciding what will be
admissible as evidence during the trial stage. The exclusionary rule
in evidence law mandates that if inculpatory evidence has been
gathered through improper methods (involving coercion, threat or
inducement among others) then the same should be excluded from
the trial, while there is no such prohibition on the consideration of
exculpatory evidence. However, this distinction between the
treatment of inculpatory and exculpatory evidence is made
retrospectively at the trial stage and it cannot be extended back to the
stage of investigation. If we were to permit the admission of
involuntary statement on the ground that at the time of asking a
question it is not known whether the answer will be inculpatory or
exculpatory, the 'right against self-incrimination’ will be rendered
meaningless. The law confers on 'any person' who is examined
during an investigation, an effective choice between speaking and
remaining silent. This implies that it is for the person being
examined to decide whether the answer to a particular question will
eventually prove to be inculpatory or exculpatory. Furthermore, it is
also likely that the information or materials collected at an earlier
stage of investigation can prove to be inculpatory in due course.
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Q.4(a)-

(1)

Translate the following 20 Sentences into English :-

fFr=faRaa 20 araal &1 F9Sh 7 srqae ARG —

SuiYE e aafdd gRT gEn aafdd oY fedt g & R e |fer
TR AT BT YREM AT 2 & S1d 98 FIo G781 $¢ a9 98 el
feam Sem, ar 99 oRem F=A g Afed @ el @ AR e
gfad &Y f3gr o |

IR g8 Seuiivd &xdl 8 & 9Rd s v g ?) I8 gfa
&l © fb 9Rd fHT a8y wfdd w feRk 981 2| 9' e fasdt @y
vifeT g1 A gU orus it orfalR® Td 918 HHell & Farerd
A B ford wWad B |

AT [T Tehl B Ul war @ fold AT IAdr SR 9™
AMYTT H=A & ford, fooedt off wu & fooelt ot vy f5=fy o) |l =
QBRI W, AT AT AT d2F & aR # 31E ot v, &Y 9% TR, 9w
FHIT AT fHAY Y Sxarast AT A BT U BRA BT AR S FHAT|
AT YIOTd §RT &1 O arell ATRf¥pT &1 Ud Uy & T fodl
Ffdd BT ARRGe & AT IURYT BN & ford mgd dxall 2 | SIRT 61
SUEfd &xal & b IEEd g’ SR fBar T e ane o
Y H 3R T ufeal # &R =rarery @ fioriF afiPer) gRT swriRd
BT ARy |

& A¥agd # I difcad a2ai &1, NF W) Ifiaas &R arell UeTaR,
JTReIfe, 39 gTd a7 JruT ufoRe @ ford fondk &var 8 3k dad oA
al @1, A f 99 ey @1 e gRT 9 wifda fdu oF 2, e
P Iffae &I |

qgevs &1 favg gaem faarfea <& & sAnr A, faunfer ud
gruTfereT W 9 fIvy R T 9% Ue Ad A€l & Ui 8| 3T oid
fdl & goggue <d € a1 guRErd! i &1 ead Rw sfuReEl @ 9y
X E YEdT & SHG! IMUNIRE g R HH IEdT & | SHD IJUNET B
THRAT Ud IdD B4 & &P UR &4 a8 fear SIrer 2 |

El 91 93 & Jfffadd ¥ Ig Ydce & b k) & 99 g3 H qifsd
A Y A8l fhar o |@&dr 2, 98 9% @l URMMS UHH WR B
AT DR QAT =1y |

faged @1 Rigid wereR @ 9 Fuedagds, 9gid 9 $AMGRT B
G @ Ahed+T U3 MR 2 |

AEd & Heaide & Udh Jora Nigid & b feedl uerer @ gb €
ey B & BT AT T8 FRA 1Er H AT R Pl SETgAE
HXA B AT TET T S Al 2|
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HREARATHT STRT B dTell e, JEARAMN @ dTel &fd & gRT
T BT B A EIRAT < dlel @fdd $1 ol § 781 « qehl 2 |

e fr @1 Ry & U ufoAE @ wu # aftha fear o Haear @
oM vep s wrfleR R wrfleR &1 Fafd ar uRafda & &
ford smiRe fEwm, udies, gva), JfarT a1 guEsvoT gd WiaaTe s a1
afefer a1 A SHUANT BT TANT IHD YR BT B |

AR B Yo | iR eRR ug @ ofia R e A dwn
TERYH WUS AT UM ARERe] awR fl wifie @ O ueeRl g
BTN AT T3l & G-y § FHifde 2 |

Heol Ud )l vl BT HAiaa 9 M e & R faa
ST ARy |

Y=ot & Al H AT, YA @ SMER, A9, A, 4 @ A,
A & g annl e a7 FRST W AN b fduar @)
HargS & fAuiRor 2 ara 2

uRRafdd & w2 s uReea & wrr 7 90 <@ & forn fafy fowmr
el o1 WweR grT uiRa wemaf & ek aame $u ¥ s
fear e

g WRGR AT faumm & goeH! @1 W@ ud quiawn s @ §g
U FERREAT e dRe q gdia wwnm § owgfad S @
ARBIRGT BT AR e (Y yeTs o Ggg B &1 gard B |

STel IR—AR W fow o W@ 81 981 faMrr wgza a1 faamr @ fafy
Sfed eRT sifiela | yae &1 €

faf=1 wRl W 59 NI & T fParaga & v qeved & gauT qur
AT # fRauRe! /B uRSl B TAGIET B IS T Teeaqul
BT |

S A /S RafE e &1 98 arge) ade & 5 ag
Siig wdiferd @ & forg gera i qen ke ufEaet &1 gee
B I YfbATHs arT § B ge Bikd | 8 |

GHfaa s gu R &) oW wity 5 o fee @ g qur
HAUR e WL H9 A Ybe & |
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Q.4(b)-

(1)

(2)

3)

(4)

()

(6)

Translate the following 20 Sentences into Hindi :-
fr=faRaa 20 et &1 fe=<dt 7 arqae FIf

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

[t has also to be borne in mind that in India, the maxim ‘falsus
in uno, falsus in omnibus’ has no application. It is not the law
that if the witness has spoken some falsehood, his entire
testimony has to be discarded. Testimony of such a witness
requires care and caution at the time of its analysis.

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

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

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

[t is true that the power of revision confers wide discretion to
be exercised fairly by the revisional Court, according to the
exigencies of a case but it is too well settled that such exercise
is normally done only in exceptional cases where there is
glaring defect in the procedure or there is a manifest error on a
point of law and consequently there has been a flagrant

miscarriage of justice.

Page 7 of 9



(7) Whenever the question of title is raised or is involved, then
matter has to be adjudicated by the Civil Court and not by the
revenue authorities.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

% 3% ok ok ok
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