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Instructions :-

3. All questions are compulsory. Answers to all the Questions must be

given in one language either in Hindi or in English. In case of any
ambiguity between English and Hindi version of the question, the
English version shall prevail.
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2. This Question Paper consists of two parts, Part-A (Question No. 1 to 3)

& Part-B (Question No. 4 to 6) & the candidates are required to write
answer of questions of Part-A in Answer Book provided for Part-A only
& Answers of Questions of Part-B in Answer Book provided for Part-B
only. Both Answer Books are being provided simultaneously.
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3 Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-
Book or Supplementary Sheet. Any attempt to disclose identity, in any
other part thereof, shali disqualify the candidature.
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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
done.
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PART — A
HIT—X

RULES AND ORDERS (CIVIL & CRIMINAL)
" o vd ey (FasR Ud 3muRiftre)

Question / &9

Under Rule 315 Rules and Orders (Criminal) what is the
procedure when the sentence is reversed or modified while the
accused is in confinement ?

g9 315 99 19 MRy (TRIE®) & 3icdia SSe¥ & Sac fad oM
JrrET MR B Y o R 7 ufear & wEfe arfiemefl sRmR #
2 ?

What is the procedure laid down for the examination of a
witness who is residing outside India ? Explain, by making
reference of related rules.

YRT & 988 a9 =1 a1a 9l @ e & ford a7 gfear A
ST =Ry ? e et @1 fAfde #va g7 9uiF e |

What is the procedure of disposal of property consist of gold &
silver when criminal case is disposed off;, and abovesaid
property is deposited in malkhana and no owner is appearing to
claim such property?

RIS A, =T 6 FRIGYT 81 &1 © 3R 91 97d) &) 95
Hufed FORG &A@ 3§ O 2 3R RrdsT @13 @ SuRerd g
&1 ¥E1 8, U Hufoa & fRreeer @) gfear sard ?

What are the discretionary powers of court to grant or refuse
adjournment and how this discretion must be exercised as per
Rule 121 and 133 of M.P. Civil Courts Rules, 19612

Y. WIER AT fgH, 1961 & Fam 121.9 133 @ Hey @O B
WA T U9 RAF 31 ¥ 3R XA 9 [eaer afeadr & & iR
I9HT f6d UpR | IuINT fvar S =@y ?

What is the procedure for arrest or attachment before judgement
explain with the help of related rules ?

frofa & qd ARG serar Balt & Rig @ giear soeE S iR
Hefer fHl B Aeg | o[ BT |
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KNOWLEDGE OF CURRENT LEADING CASES
gafera sufavial &1 s

Q.No- Question / 9% Marks
/ 9.3b. , /B

2.  Briefly state the principles of law laid down in the following
cases and also point out divergence, if any, from the view as
taken in the earlier decisions on the subject. Out of given two
options you may choose one -
fAefoaRed uaxol # gfufed A @ Rgmal &1 989 & 9ol FIive
IR Wt vy W gdadt faofat & o T R @ fgem, ot =8
&1, d1 3Ma SR 3 T <) el # | oM U g9 9&d §—

(i) |Ramakant Mishra alias VK. Mishra & another v.| 5§
Lalu and Others Vs. State OR State of Uttarakhand and
of Uttar Pradesh (2015) 8 another 2015 AIR SCW
SCC 299 4443
(i1) | Sameer Singh and another PV. Guru Raj Reddy| 5
Vs. Abdul Rab and others represented by GPA Laxmi
(2015) 1 SCC 379 OR Narayan  Reddy  and
another v. P. Neeradha
Reddy and others 2016 (1)
MPLJ 585 (SC)
() {L.C. Hanumanthappa Parag Bhati (Juvenile)| 5§
(since dead) represented by through Legal Guardian-
L.Rs. v. H.B. Shivakumar OR Mother Smt. Rajni Bhati v.
AIR 2015 SC 3364 State of Uttar Pradesh and
| another 2016 (2) Crimes
268 (SC) |
(iv) | Yogendra Pratap Singh v. Youth Bar Association of | 5
Savitri Pandey and another OR India v. Union of India and
2014 (5) MPHT 208 (SC) others 2016 (4) Crimes 1
(8C)
Q.No. Marks
/ 9. Question / T3 /d®

3. Summaries (in 150 to 200 words) the facts contained in the 10
following passage —

A poor youth was standing in dock of a Court situated in
Chindwara. He came from 85 km far place named Patalkot. The
case against him is that his goat ate the grass of other land as a
consequence fight took place between landowner and this

e
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youth, where youth had taken law into his hand and broke little
finger of landowner. The case has been registered against him
for causing grievous hurt under section 325 of the Indian Penal
* Code and therefore he was in dock. The helpless condition of
poor youth can be seen clearly.

who doesn’t know about patalkot remember that it is the
only place in nation which is situated 1500 feet below see level
and the sunrays exist for 3 hours in a day. One can imagine the
country which is full of sunrays has a place where sunrays is
rare. Even tress struggle to get sunrays and grows 70-90 feet
long so that get maximum sunrays. The poor grass has no
option to grow and therefore goat or other animals always
search greenery to feed them. Therefore there always exist a
struggle among animal keepers.

As this poor youth have no lawyer to defend himself,
Judge provided him free legal aid. He ordered his staff to
provide lawyer to youth so that he can hear both the parties
before delivering judgment. So that justice is to be done with
this youth. As this incident is petty one, judge want to dispose
off early. He immediately gave him early date. Youth asked
court to extend date. Judge ask the reason then youth told that
he has to come from long distant Patalkot. As judge doesn't
know the geographical situation of Patalkot, he asked- “so
what? There are many bus services by which you can reach here
in 1 hour”. Youth replied, “judge sahaab I don’t have money”. I
have come here by travelling 85 km; I left 1 day before at 3 pm
noon. After taking rest at 3 places I reached at your court at 10
am. | came with 3 times food which is finished. Now I will start
walking and will reach tomorrow that too without food because
the food with which I came is finished and I don’t have money
to purchase food. Thus, I required some time so that I will start
journey for next date. '

The judge shocked after hearing his story. He realized that
if he imposed fine on him then also he would not pay it. As per
probation of offender Act there is a legal provision where the
accused can be released either on admonition or personal bond
that he will not repeat such wrong conduct for next three years.
In both the cases he can release accused immediately. The judge
opted for the second option where after the expiry of bond
period accused by itself will be released from bond conditions.
By this way Judge released him from hardship of coming again.

-
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But he doesn’t stopped here. He was worrying for that poor
young man. From outside judge was looking very calm but from
inside his heart was melted after hearing story of youth.

Thereafter he took out his purse, gave money and instructed
policeman who brought him to take this youth for lunch in court
canteen, arrange his bus ticket and make sure he must sit in bus.
Judge didn’t give him money because he thought that he and his
family was very hungry and if he give him money he will not
eat and again travel by walk so that he can bring some food for
his family. :
frafafaa wener & affra aeat & G847 & (150 § 200 ¥l ¥ )
fafad —

Hegyeyl & fo=drel Rud 16 IRied ¥ (b N9 gad ARG
P PR H TSI AT| I8 J8T 9 85 fhamiey ) RIa urareiadle | 3man
o7 | IHS RIe® AMen Ig o & IHS g4 Bl gae &1 e W

SR TR 3Ms ol AR I9S IR FHH Afers & 19 TS B IRM IS
I FEF T H dd} TEH P fTE X WS BIE el dre | S9

S Ui ® IR A A8 WG S 9al § b I8 <9 @
THATA U S8 & I W% 9aE ¥ 1500 B A Rerd g 3R g8 g3
7 # R 9 w5 <= 81 |7 AU FoudT BR 9hd © b

TRYY €0 a9 <9 A T B € 8 Gddl & 9Iel U g & | F&T
IS N RS F AT B oIy g d Fuy Rd € 3R 70 | 90 Wie
god & aife siiead v e 9 | 9 g $) 98T 99

$ SUIGT ATER T8l & AN sHIY TH 9 3 TR ANAR G
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SUAE R BT A fear afe Al R Bl <7 b UgS 9 qMl
' 9 gad & 9 Al Y 8 9o | e
g el geAT o @ 99 §9 Sieal MUl TEd O | SR ahla 9]
P IRG T TV | TR AR ARG JIe 1 T | FRY by f6 39
HB FWA P I8 dRIG o WY | 76 YR JEIGy 7 BROT o1 o
NE ged 7 A & I TN R UNSe ¥ A gSdT B gfb
TS gIqreeIe 1 Hiiifores uRRYfOAT T8 IFd o | =i 9B,
T EAT ? 3 99 WA & 3R A T u< A YET Ugd TR |7 S
HEl, "ol |ied, W U U1 A8 21 H R 85 felder weeR I g
3R Fel SUER 1< 3 T XM AT AT| TH T8 &P & 918 § IS
GEE 10 IO IMUP! T # UgT WA g ¥ A9 A BT Ho A
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ISP TRAT GABR Ofo7 AEIQd Al W& I§ Y| I5 e garl
5 afe S=R SR FEfF o N @ I g1 A8 FHA | b
TIeE 3% JBed Tae § e fAde & yraen= & f& I a1 IdmEe
éwmwmméawaﬁsmm?ﬁsagm?ﬁﬂw

TAT-HAT F FfaT 8 AT o |

iy 9= eruer odd fwTern iR Ay oy gferaHl &1 U AaR
FEl f6 98 99 @I & ST A of TIHR AT P, JH W B

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES

Settle the issues on the basis of the pleadings given here-
under

Pleadings of the plaintiff :-

Chhogalal was the owner of the disputed house and the plaintiff
purchased it from Chhogalal on 20-05-1955. On 19-08-1963 he
executed registered document in favour of the defendant and
received an amount of Rs. 13,000/- on the basis of the sale
document. The possession was also delivered to the defendant.
Plaintiff's averment was that he was in need of money and took
a loan of Rs. 13,000/- and in lieu thereof executed registered
mortgage deed dated 19-08-1963 and thereby effected a
mortgage by conditional sale in favour of the defendant. It was
agreed between the parties that any amount required for repairs
to the disputed house or for payment of taxes shall also be
payable by the mortgagor at the time of redemption. Plaintiff
orally requested the defendant to re-convey the property but the
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defendant did not pay any heed, therefore, the plaintiff served a
registered notice expressing his willingness to repay back the
mortgage amount of Rs. 13,000/- and to have re-conveyance in

* * his favour after which plaintiff filed the suit .

-Pleadings of the defendants :-

Defendant's case is that it was not a mortgage. It was a sale with
an agreement to resale the property if the plaintiff pays back the
amount of Rs. 13,000/- within a period of six years and since
the plaintiff did not do so, that condition did not have any force
to get back the property. Defendant received a notice on 18-08-
1969 which was replied by a telegram on the same day asking
the plaintiff to pay the amount and since the amount of Rs.
250/- per year was spent on annual repairs and since a Tax of Rs
25/- per year was paid, the plaintiff is bound to pay the amount
to the defendant, which is recoverable. Hence defendant prays
for the dismissal of the suit.

fa=ifea T2al @ MR X qeYEl &1 @1 s —
I O i e s
faafed g™ &1 @HE BRMeTa o 3R ey ¥ faafed

HH BRI A fedid 20.05.1955 1 &I fbar o1 feid 19.08.1963
P I Al & ue ¥ RTEIGa swae uifed fear iR sw
fapg RS W 13,000 U g Far| gfoay & fQafied #em &1
FeofT A9 AT AT I BT AfgEE ' B S g9 @ smawadar o
IR JWT 13000 ®UWA U forn o, e Vaw & REEd Ud
faorg e 19.08.1963 &1 fAwnfed fFar iR ufaardy & uer & w9rd
e GO a1 77| UEeRI & 72 g% BRR g of b faarfed
AR &) A B U @) oRf & G @ foly Aavdd 69 41
AeE @ Y §UHHAl g W< BRI | 9] ERT Y@ ¥ AIRge wU |
grfd & yfieaiorer & fog green &1 78, fag ufaard) grt 99 W
Pl &FF 8! AT AT T W 9E) 7 13,000 $9Y & yfoEsg & forg
IS Jifierad #Rd §Y U e ¥ ufuswiioryl @ oy oofigd g
T3 H dMEE B, g wiiars! gR1 Hfagn S U 9T &7 e [g
foar a1, forge uveErq a1d) gRT 9% gwgd fdhar |
yfaard & if¥aaa —

yfaerel | I8 9oud fear f& 98 fud T8 or
13,00099 PT VR 06 T§ B FHAEMN P FeX AUH IR
T & qAfey @ R & 9 P {5y o1 iR wife
481 far, gafery wwfE gy ok @ v 59 9 ¥ B
o7 | yferardY &Y fRAid 18.08.1969 &1 Afey Ut fdar, et S«
EH P T FRA §Y SR (g1 AT AT AR Hifh WS B oy
IR B R gfee g B P T AR w®ife 25 wuY givas <o
fear 1, Y I8 ¥@H ufar) B <7 & oy smeg o, & awgen
& | 3 gfoardl 1 g fRe f6d S 1 fage e
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JUDGMENT WRITING
faofg A=

Question / 93

JUDGMENT WRITING (CRIMINAL)

Frame charge(s) on the basis of prosecution case mentioned
hereunder and write a well reasoned judgment (from the stage of
point (s) for determination) in the light of facts, evidence and
argument advanced as mentioned hereunder keeping in mind the
relevant provisions on the concerning law:-

Prosecution case :- About four months prior to the
incident, a quarrel had taken place between the deceased
Baburam and appellant 4-Dataram in relation to raising of a
boundary wall. On 12.04.1983 at about 7.00 p.m. the deceased
accompanied by Rambhet, had gone to meet Vidyaram (PW 8) to
engage some labourers for cutting the crop in his field. While
returning back from the house of Vidyaram, when the deceased
reached near the chabutra of appellant 4-Dataram, he shouted to
the remaining accused who were present there that the deceased
was their enemy and he should not be allowed to go away and
be killed. Appellant 6-Ramjilal assaulted the deceased with a
lathi on his head. When the deceased fell down on the ground,
all the appellants assaulted him. Inspite of Ramhet intervening,
the appellants did not stop in assaulting the deceased. When
they found that the Baburam had died, the appellants dragged
his body from the spot of assault to a place near the tiwaria of
appellant 1-Bharosi and thereafter, they ran away. Bachchulal
(PW 10), brother of the deceased lodged first information
report. The incident was witnessed by Vidyaram (PW 8) and
Kalicharan (PW 13). Doctor H.S. Sharma (PW 1) carried out the
post-mortem examination of the dead body and after
investigation Ramyjilal, Bharosi and other 4 accused were
chargesheeted in the competent court.

Defence of the accused :- On being charged with the offences
under different section of IPC, the accused abjured the guilt and

4
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claim to be trial.

Evidence for prosecution :- Out of the eyewitnesses, Ramhet
‘died before he could be examined in the trial court. PW 8
Vidyaram has testified that he witnessed the whole incident. He
has also stated in his evidence that PW 13 Kalicharan was also
seeing the incident from a distance. He narrated about the
incident to Bachchulal (PW 10), the brother of the deceased and
also told about the same to Ram Kumar, Pappu (PW 11) and
Bhagwati (PW 12) (sons of the deceased). He has spoken about
the motive as to an earlier quarrel between the deceased and the
accused persons with regard to construction of a boundary wall.
He has also stated that at the time of the incident, there was
slight darkness but the faces of the people could be seen in that

light.

PW 13 Kalicharan also supported the prosecution case by
saying that he saw the incident from the house of Kunji and that
PW 8 Vidyaram and Ramhet also saw the incident. He has
further stated that PWs 11 and 12 (son of the deceased) also
came to the spot. Bachchulal (PW 10), brother of the deceased
has stated that Vidyaram (PW 8) informed him that his brother
was killed by the accused persons. The testimony of PW 11 and
PW 12 supports the testimony of PW 8 and PW 10 that they
also went to the spot.

Dr. H.S. Sharma (PW 1) who conducted the post-
mortem. found 10 injuries on the body of the deceased and
opined that cause of death was head injury which might have
been caused by a lathi. It is the testimony of PW 8 that Ramjilal
(appellant 6) hit the deceased on his head. Weapons were also
recovered at the disclosure of the accused and the accused were
absconding after the incident.

Evidence for the Defence :- Nil.

Arguments of Prosecutor :- From the evidence placed on
record the charge against accused are proved beyond
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reasonable doubt.

Arguments of Defence Counsel :- The evidence of
* eyewitnesses Vidyaram (PW 8), and Kalicharan (PW 13), is not
reliable being that of interested witnesses. There were material
discrepancies in the statement of witnesses which seriously
affected the prosecution case and the so called eyewitnesses
could not identify the accused in the darkness and there was not
any premeditation or common objective.

fa A . Ao & 9Fd @ IR R AR farfaa
R aur 1 A T qeal, ey 9 9@l @ AR W
faarofy fag se, wdftm A & grEar & ea= d
A g4 P gaRv vy faRad—

IS gHRoT — AR BT ypRvT Gl § 39 yeR § fF "e
H AT IR AN UsA §d IR AR YR} 4-SaRE & 919 0P
TER AR oM B ey F {B IETST AT AT| 12.04.1983 P W
T 7.00 §91 {d IR B TR e [TIRM (HH1-8) & U (U
Wd A BAA P & HM H G AAS T 5 ford T or| faemm
P W Y died 99, 99 gad, Gl 4 & ggaR @ U 3T dF S9T
T8 SURed WY IAYgad] A JBR HR HEl fb Jad ITdT I3 8, 99
WM T fear @Y, S9 AR a1 diermefl e—Imsierd 7 gad @ RR W
Al ¥ UER a1 o9 9% 4 ) R w9 eidienfial 9 99 W
TER BT | IR & FIEY B B IO IYATNAl T YR FRAT 9%
T8 far | 919 I uar o & gaw W g &, el e @1 e
geal Wi ¥ et 1 R @1 faiRar ¢ N T ™H ) gEie
FR @ Y| TEYE 9 AW Y| Jad b WS gegenel ((TA1—10) T YA
gfeqen RO gof a8 | ge1 B fQaR™ (@1H1—8) iR HTeiexor (379,
—13) 9 WG fHar or) <o vavw. Al @W—1) B N qad @
I 4 & og qem e | AR o3 uxgd faar mar|

AR B W @ gA - wEw @ AR ORet S awE
IR Y ST IR BT T TR HAT FBRT |

21 21 K G R L 2 i G ) B B B S B B

fraRy <ree & SHer e U 9M 9@ use & 8 e
faeRm (srwr—e) 7 iy far @ f& s o we wiftad Y 8
S AU Wed ¥ g8 A BEl @ 5 SrelRy (@3—13) W HeAT R A
Y B o SEH YA & WE IegAd (AH—10) B gAT b IR A

-
N



Page 11 of 12

IOUT 1| S I8 19 IM FAR 8B Y (LH—11) AR WrEd) (@r4n
—12) (@@l & ga) BT @ 97 of | I8N TR AR B A B ey
# S gaET SR qae & 19 Ugd gY, IS BT 3 HSAT BT g BN B
T9R # g B SE g8 Al FET § 5 uea & Wy over @R o fbg
S YBIE § AR B d8N I o 9ad o |

BleileRe (FT—13) 7 N AHGTT v8FeH FT Ig§ Fad 8§
Tl fBar @ 6 S8 g @ot & iR ¥ < oft ok fmrm (e
—8) TAT YHed A W "eAT <! off | SHY S ®ET ® fF ardi—11 @R
AX—12 (P P g7) W T WA R A TQ I | JqF B WE qoeoliel
@|1—10) 7 PeT & b faemm (1—8) 7 SN Jfaa a1 o1 & s9a
S B B AT ERT IR & TS Bl FH—11 IR AH—12 B
IRATEY, A8 TAT AH—10 & URTET A F9fF &1 & & 9 ff
HeAT WA TR Y o |

1. TA.UE. v (1 —1) R 39 e A, 406 B IRR W
10 &feat ug 3R T @ad 3, & 9 & IR R B afy off @
Al & ERT HIRG &1 T8 B GHal | AW—8 F yRAEy ? b
RESiee (@rdiemefi-6) 7 Ao & R W YR f&ar or) sfigel &
YHEIERY W HPY W _MEe Y 77 iR v & a8 Ifged WK
Tq |

94919 91— R® |

IS &1 dB — A W I9a Y W IRD B Rvg T
T4 IRV Yfged dae ¥ R g B 2

9919 Afadar &1 da — Feeell el eRm (3191-8) 3R Hleirarv
@E1—13) T @B ArY fvawd T8 &, w®ife 9 fRasg el B
JfeE el & wunl # TRIR R g, S afRaeE & g
B Y9G B & AR qATHRT Teel Wi 3R # SR $
mwﬁmmaamﬁﬂﬁtﬁfaﬁﬁawwmw
39 B | :

ORDER WRITING
AR AT

ORDER WRITING (CIVIL)

Write Order on the basis of facts given below :- 10
The application of the plaintiff under Order 39, rules 1 and 2 of the

CPC was dismissed by the Trial Court. The plaintiff' referred an

appeal against the said order. However, after some arguments the

g
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appeal was dismissed as withdrawn. The plaintiff thereafter applied to
the Trial Court for review of the order of dismissal of the application.
. The defendant took a preliminary objection that an appeal having
been preferred and withdrawn, the plaintiff was not entitled to apply
for review. Decide the said preliminary objection to the

maintainability of the review referring the relevant case law.

f=faRaa qeat @ smuR w Iy fafay —

fraRer e gRT 9 $ AR ¥ UK AUed 9F Q¥ 39 fw
1.9 2 FoYoHo & ofia e fHar mar o ardy 9 Iaa ey &
frog e o &1 | W HB T 8 O P LN 6] §RT U
99 fod 9M @ $RU FRE &R 4 TE | 91E 7 39S UeEr faawer
YT gR1 PR f6d A maed uF @ YAdAdd B dded UF
goga foear| foamer <mraa & wwe yfdad) | grifie smufed o &
Tt 7 T oMY @ fawg ol WG Y of WY WS gRT A99 o ot
T | 3ferd I gAfdae BT 3Mded URId SR &1 AREN 781 8| 5
g FPRTHRT v |



