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fader —

Instructions :-

1.

All questions are compulsory. Answer to all 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.

T geq Il 81 ) vl @ Sox R srar iUl e Wi # &) <9 ' i
e e & Sl 3R o=l ure @ I @18 dfewyar & o iUl ure | 8|

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 Number or any mark of identification in any form in any place of
the Answer Book not provided for, by which the Answer Book of a
candidate may be distinguished/ identified from others, is strictly
prohibited and shall, in addition to other grounds, entail cancellation of
his/her candidature.

TR GRAPT a1 JRF e D T2H g% W Ml W uw & agpaie sfdhd
B¢ | SR gRaaT § Ffde wH & aifafRed {6 wre ox 31o=r W a1 SIS
AT HIE AP TT UEE BT by M SHfed de oraw & wEml @ e
gREDT BT 3 SR GRAGRAT W AT TEAE S Fb, FaAT ylaig § 3R 3y
IRl & afaRew, ST sralfar e Y S &1 e &8N |

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.
ol Sax @) frarge e iR goig g1 smawa @ | fEd wdeEreff @ gwr
el ¥ Sav—yRaer @) fiaEe aft qRrETel /qeieTediTT @ 7T F
argse AT AUSHT BN @ SUST Heuida T8l fHAT S A4S AT |

P.T1.O.
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Q.No./
U.h.

Q.1

Question / gzq

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
faareral &1 Reiaxr

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

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS :- The defendant had prosecuted
the plaintiff for theft of bicycle. The plaintiff was arrested and

detained in police custody for two days. Thereafter, during trial,
he remained in jail for about 15 days. After investigation, the
plaintiff was charged under Section 380 of IPC for committing
theft of bicycle in the dwelling house of the defendant, however,
the plaintiff was acquitted of the offence charged. The judgment
of acquittal was declared on date 01-01-2008. According to
plaintiff, the defendant had enmity with him. After acquittal, the
plaintiff served a notice to defendant that due to malicious
prosecution his reputation is lowered down in the eyes of public
and in particularly of his relatives. He has claimed Rs. 10,000/- as

compensation.

WRITTEN STATEMENT :- The defendant has denied the
averments made by the plaintiff and alleged that he never

prosecuted the plaintiff. The police officer of the concerned police
station investigated the case and seized the bicycle from the
accused. The witness of seizure memo were declared hostile and
the court did not believe the evidence of the Investigating Officer
who seized bicycle at the instance of the accused/plaintiff. He has
denied that plaintiff is entitled to any damages, as the plaintiff's
reputation was not at all lowered down in the eyes of public or in
the eyes of the relatives. He has also stated that he did not find it
necessary to reply to the notice, hence, no reply was given. He has
further claimed that he can not be estopped for not replying to the
said notice.

Marks/
36

10
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. Q.2

fr=fefRaa afiael @ R R fagee faxfua siford |

qI§l @ SiffggT — ufdardl A 9l @l WEfed 9 e @ foRd
arvanfora fbam o 9l & ARgaR fdar @ o ok &1 fdi & fog
gfer aifRer # freng fobam T o | aeawEnd, fduR & SR a8 15 feAl
& oI oI # 7| WY & 918 WIS H. B URT 380 & (EF yfErdy &
a8 4 waféd 9 o1 & fau sRifua fear T, Jufu, ardl <
IRINT IRE & foy qvgad wR fear 1| wgfaa &1 fAofa feaie
01—01—2008 I EIf¥T BI;AT AT| d1&] & AR, UfTardl &1 el & e
Tl off| Sgfdd @ 91 ardl A ufdardl a1 Aifew wenm & faguget
JFPAISH & HRU IHD! yfereT dAFTf @1 gfte ik faevdar sHe gl
# iR T 2| S9H UfddR @ wY F 10000 /— wUY &1 <14] HAT B |

gfaarst & sifyags — ufardy 9 9l g1 R T figmHl @
B R fear ok el fear & S99 9 & &0 ) affog =&t
frar o1 | Hefa gferd am & gferd SiieRY o #rel @1 ardyor fehar o
AR figad A wsfea JfEa &) ot o=l 3 & el vadE) giftd
B T 9 AR NGy 3 Iy e e e /ardt g g
By oM R aEfea AfrEa o ofl, & wry 1R fdwgrg T8l fear o
94 R fhar f& ardl f&d ufaex &1 gwerR & wifd adl &)
gfeeer <t @Y gfie # a1 S9e wRfREl @ gfic # ofie € T2 g ot
IE4 I8 W der g 6 S9a Aifed &1 Sae <A1 Mavad dal GHS o,
SAfeTy, BIE oid1d Ael fear o) 994 A <rar fear 6 g Aifed o
Sad | e B PR I fAefad 81 fhar <1 ddar 2|

FRAMING OF CHARGES
gl &1 fax=ET

Frame a charge/charges on the basis of prosecution case/
allegations given below:-

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS — The case of
prosecution in brief is that the complainant has lodged F.I.R. in
police station stating that on 02/08/20 at 12 o’clock noon, he was
proceeding towards his field at Bablai on his motorcycle and
when he reached in front of well of Bhagwan on Sirsya road, then
the driver of a dumper bearing registered No O.D. 29 B. 0120
drove his vehicle in rash & negligent manner and hit his
motorcycle. Resultantly, the complainant suffered injuries on left

10
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Q.3

leg, knee, right thigh, right hand finger, and left side of the face,
near eye. The driver of dumper ran away from the spot with the
vehicle. The complainant was taken to hospital for treatment of
injuries. A memo of bringing complainant to hospital for
treatment was sent from hospital to the police station. The
medical examination of complainant was done in which Doctor
found abrasions on his body and opined for X-ray. On having
done x-ray, fracture was found in his leg. An offence u/s 279, 337
of 1.P.C. was registered against driver of dumper at the police
station. At the time of submitting challan Section 338 of L.P.C.

was added in it.

frafaRaa eyl @ R ) IRy faxfaa s —

FIGTT BT GV 3d- — JAHIASH BT AT g # I ' b
HRATE ERT T8 9a g4 yom a1 Ruid oof o 78 € @) 98 i ie
02 /08 /20 I TIUER 12 g9 99l RUd Wd & foiu #Aley ARdd A off
TET o7 3R Oid 98 WEaH & @y @ 9 RRME U8 1) ugdr 99 SR
FHB A TI29—dT 0120 BT ATd SFUR &I doil 3R ATURAR! d FelTh
AT R ISP HAleRAS P Bl TR AR T | URUITAEGRY, HRATET Bl
91U U, ged, TR offg, S 81 &1 el 3R 8y R 918 TR% A
F U dIe T | TR ATd 918 Bl Aid A of B 90T AT | BRITET B
gl @ SUYR & oy ROl of ST TAT| YAl AT Bl desik
A B BRATE ST geedl § SUIR & Iy 73 89 &1 A1 & 78 |
HRATET BT IRTATA H HiSHd GRIefo fhar a1, 5 Sfaex 1 S99 T8
@I dIe BFT U 3R TdR &1 Fellg oI | TR dYF IR S9d IR H
RePTT BT UTdT AT AT | U IR SRR dlid @ (g HRT 279, 337 AT
T b TEd AWM B HIHT DI T8 | ITAM UK & FHI IFH AL,
PI R 338 il AT |

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CIVIL) WRITING (CJ-II)
fota /aneer (Rifaer) o= (c-n)

Frame issues on the basis of pleadings and evidence given below
and write a judgment based on marshalling and appretiation of
the evidence, along-with the relevant provisions of Law/Acts :-

40
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Plaintiff’s Pleadings :- Plaintiff is owner of Plot No. 1 and
admittedly defendant is owner of plot No.2. Both the plots are
adjacent to each other. The plaintiff has constructed a house on
his plot No.1 and on right side of his house, he has opened two
windows. Since on left side and back side, there are walls of other
houses, as, the plaintiff had no other source to get air in rear
portion of his house. This is why plaintiff had constrain to open
window on the right side. The plot No.2 is lying open for more
than 25 years as defendant intends to sell it when it would fetch
high value of plot. The plaintiff is enjoying air and light from his
windows which is according to him minimum requirement for the
permanent beneficial enjoyment of his property. According to
plaintiff, he is enjoying the above right within knowledge of the
defendant, peaceably, without any interruption for more than the
last 23 years. It is further pleaded that the defendant had
purchased his plot No.2. from some other person and before that
plaintiff had already constructed his house. The defendant had
even after purchase of said land, never objected to the constructed
windows. Now, the defendant has started construction work and
he is digging foundation so that on certain day he will erect wall
adjacent to his house and thereby plaintiff will be precluded from
enjoying his right of easement. Therefore the plaintiff has filed
this suit for declaration and injunction restraining the defendant
for closing windows and obstructing air and light which plaintiff
is receiving for more than 20 years. The plaintiff has valued the
suit for declaration to the tune of Rs. 1,000/- (One Thousand) as
the value of the suit property and court fee of Rs. 120/- (M.P.
State) has been paid. In addition, he has valued the suit for
injunction to the tune of Rs. 400/- and a minimum court fee of Rs.
100/- (one hundred) has also been paid.

Defendant’s Pleadings :- The defendant has denied all the
averments made by the plaintiff and has stated that the
predecessor-in-title had told him that the plaintiff had sought
permission to construct two windows which he had acceded but
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no written document was executed. Therefore, plaintiff has just an
oral permission and can be revoked at any time. It was just a
permission which was withdrawn by him before he started
digging work on the plot. The defendant has further stated that
even if the plaintiff has acquired the easementry right but this
does not mean that it is an unfettered right. It is always to be
chanalised so as to enable the defendant to use his property to the
maximum beneficial enjoyment. The defendant has also
challenged the valuation and court fee.

Plaintiff’s Evidence :- Plaintiff has examined himself and
proved the sanction of construction of his house which is 23 years
old on the date of filing of the suit. The Municipal Corporation
had given permission to open the disputed windows subject to
easementry rights of neighbours. Plaintiff has also proved the
completion certificate of house which is also taken by him more
than 22 years back on the date of institution of suit. In the cross-
examination, he has denied that he had taken any permission from
the defendant's predecessor-in-title. He has stated that since the
land was lying vacant there was no need to seek permission. He
has further stated that the predecessor-in-title used to visit on his
land but never objected to it as he was an illiterate labourer.
Plaintiff has also admitted that he has just passed Sth standard and
does not know anything about legal rights.

The plaintiff has examined one neighbour who
deposed that he has seen the existence of windows for more than
20 years and has denied that the windows are never opened as
plaintiff has no need of the windows and he has other sources
from where he is receiving light and air. Plaintiff has examined
one engineer, who has supported the plaintiff's case and stated
that if windows are closed, there will be complete darkness in the
room where the windows are situated.

Defendant’s Evidence :- The defendant has examined himself
and predecessor-in-title to support the case. Both have stated that
in their presence the plaintiff had admitted that he will remove the
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windows when the owner of the plot will start construction, but in
cross-examination the predecessor-in-title had admitted that when
the plaintiff opened windows in the wall he was not present on the
spot. Subsequently, when he came to know about it, he objected
to it and on objection plaintiff agreed to remove the windows as
and when required. Nothing was done in black and white. It was
all oral. The defendant has denied any right of easement and
claimed that he has right to construct on his land and has also
right to close windows.

Arguments Plaintiff :- Section 4 of the easement was referred a
right by prescription was claimed. There was no consent on behalf
of the plaintiff that he will remove the windows as and when
required & there was no permission sought by the plaintiff from
the predecessor-in-title for construction of windows in the wall,

are the main arguments of plaintiff.

Arguments Defendant :- Plaintiff can have light and air from the
front portion. No easement. The Plaintiff was permitted to open
windows, therefore, no question of easement arises. All these are

main arguments of defendant.

frfaRaa el @ IR @ fRaree faxfaa I v Gy
®T HHSEA Y4 qdih-, dafera fafer /sl aa & gara yresmi
3 9T dxd gy vfa faRed —

qrd) @ AfEaad — 9|l —@vs |1 & WHl 2 3R Wi w9 ¥
giar) J—wvs W2 &l WHl 8 Sl 4-Evs Ue—gar § ol gU & dial
Y-S WA UR UH A BT FHI0T [HIT 8 &R U =R & qife) AR
Su & Reefdar @lell €| gfd 918 R iR N8 &) AR o HEN™l Bl
SN € SOl 9l @ U U W @ fUBe W H UdhTe AR g
YT HXA BT DS AR AT Al © | A BRU J gl qqfedl AR Ragar
e @ o arg of| g—wvs W2 U= gul | qfE @l usT ®
Fifh yfeard) 59 fd Hog U 8 IR d9 BT SR XEdl 2| dial
Il Rosfeal I 9 Ud YHT & ITAN PR BT & O IAD JFAR
g gl @ Rl dMeRNT STHRT & oy RFa9 IMUe © | drel b
FIER 98 yiardl & o H, wifd qEe, @ w9 9 fUwel 23 auf ¥
s THY W ARBR BT SUIRT B & & | A1 I8 A A= fhar ar
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g & gftard) 7 o —ave ¥ 2 &1 &l oy fad @ g # @y
oT 3R 89D Yd & Y A A Ay &1 Ao far om) ufardy =
Hd g1 &1 B B b uzEra A [T Resfeal wx & emufea T8
frar| org uftardy = iy srf o far 2 ok fig w@ig <= ®, @ife
feel i 98 S9a AaN™ ¥ W dAR @8l B AR AggRT drdl
ERHR & 0 ISR HT ITANT H F GaiRd &1 SIRFT | 3re: ard
4 ¥ <@ 99N R ARy &1 arg yfoae) & RasfEal a1 e e
arg vd @y R a8 fUed 20 aul & ife A ud &) &7 8, B Aaeg
B A b B foy ARerd fFar 2 gt 7 giwen & fod arg wuf &

Hg 1,000/ — (U BOIR) YU &I R & ¥R Joiferd fdar & 3k 120
TYY (HoY0 VISY) AT B & Ha1g &I 8 | 399 AfRad S99 ey

@ fAU 1€ H1 400 HUY & RER I fHar & 3R 100 HIT (TH w)
BT YATH AR B HT Had fHar 2|

gfaqredt @ gffggs — vfaad] 3 9l gR1 5 1 @it wam @
[ fhar 8 3R I8 $81 © 6 qdward 7 99 garr of & ) 3 @)
Resfdat &1 T B & fory argem =@ off R 397 Wer fbar o
forg 30 wey o @13 foiRea swaaw fFronfea =€ axrar o
at & U AE AiRge AiRed el 7 o B off v 9o o o
Tl €1 TE AA Ueb el ol R SHS gRT -wvs W WRE B
AR™ R D Qd YedTed fbar w7 o | gfardy 7 amy aw e fhar
2 fb afe ardl 9 gEmEr after afifd o= ff forr & ar e ag st
T8l © fb 98 o ey afer ?1 390 9 Hafa fear o |@ar @
e gfcrardl &1 e wrfed &1 Ifihdd e SUNIT dRY B farg
THef ST T W | Ufare] 3 eied iR e Yok &1 o) amefia
forar 2|

71l &l wrey — 91 7 WE B Wfdd exarar € iR are e d @)
TR WX 23 99 /M O HBME b i @ Wafa o aifed fear 2
Farferer i SRl & gEER AfteRl @ srgdi fafea Resfeal
BT Wietd &1 e <1 off | Il 7 qE & Q1 B BT YA UF o 9
ARG B BT IRRT W 22 a9 F AfF urel forar WA o, @1 N |
frar € | ufdaden # S &9 99 & yarE far & 5 99 uerd @
QAR | BIg AT o off | I9H UE der & 5 g 98 @l ud) o),
T Al o BT PIT Sawgdal & ol SU9 I8 iR e &
QAR O 1 BT S ST o fbeg g9t SwM ) AR At fban
P 98 (e FRer #1fe o1 a1 4 98 N @R A # 5 say 5
gradt Hel U @1 € 3R SN fafde sReRl & 9 # g @ 98 gar 2

Page 8 of 12



Il 7 UH SN Bl g dxarn & e garr @ f s 20
gyl ¥ oiftre 9 Rasfeal &7 faemm <@ € @ik 339 91 &1 g  fhan
E1 8, 3R SUD URT I WA & 98l A g8 UHRT AR g U B V&
g argT 7 Ud SR bl GRfEd &xarn & s a1l & g &7 gaeiH
fouar 8 ik el & o afe Rasfeal a< &) O € O 99 &R § =1
Resfal Rerd € qof afeRT 8RIT|
gfaarel @1 wEy — ufddd! 9 W@d Bl R YW@l & T uq &
T H gfea SR 2| F1 A U8 del € [ Sqer sulRefa # ardy 9
I8 Wer fear o & a8 Resfear ger < w9 f —ave &1 w@rh
fmfor smReT A | faeg ufrolen # gdvarl 7 g Wer fear @ 6 oW
gt 7 AR # Rasfeat wWiel 99 g8 #ia wR SufRerd w8l o) 9 d o9
SH 39d dR H GMGRI 83 a9 S99 39! AR $I d9 ardl o 3R
S B gz g1 Rasfagl e W el o) foiRad # @ =781 faar
7| S AiRed o | ufiarel A gEER & 6T SifteR &1 o faar
IR g <mEr fhur & Sa@y e Y w fA|ir & &1 ok Rasfaar
< ped b1 ) AR B |

@ gret — gEER 3 91 4 [Afde fear 73, T gRT te sfaR
&1 gTaT T 1T 9Tl B R I Ig qeald Tl o fb 59 W1 sraegsdn
grfl, 98 Rasfearl ger 3 &R 9l gRT gdwaMl 9 Rasfear @ &
forg @ig ergafy & wRfY 1€ off, ardl & v T B

% glaqrgt — dcl AH & AR | USIY iR 9y e R EHhdl & |

HY AR T8l & | ardl bl Rasfear @i & forg srgafa & ¢ o)
31T, GEMER ST Dls YT 8] 33T | Iaa w4 yfcrard] & yq@ b 2 |

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CRIMINAL) WRITING (JMFQ)
favta /ey (gifs®) @9 (IMFe)

Frame the charge on the basis of prosecution case and write a
judgment with reason based upon the facts, evidence and
arguments given below.

Prosecution Case :-
The prosecution case in short is that on 11.4.2008, at about 11:55

p.m. in the night, the complainant was fetching water from a public
tap. The accused asked for his cycle but the complainant refused to
give his cycle to him. On this issue, the accused started abusing the
complainant and when the complainant requested him not to do so,

40
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then the accused brought a lathi. After seeing the accused, the
complainant went inside his house, however, the accused followed
him and brought him out of house and started beatings the
complainant by means of lathi, as a result of which, the
complainant fell down on the ground and sustained various injuries
on the different parts of his body. The incident was witnessed by
Lala Shrivastav, Kundan Singh, Manju, etc. The complainant
lodged report in police station Kotwali, Shivpuri on 12.4.2008, at
about 00:45 a.m. in the night and on the said complaint, the police
registered Crime No. 230/2008. The complainant was sent for
medical examination. During investigation, spot map was
prepared, the statements of the witnesses were recorded.

Defence Plea :-

There is no previous enmity with the complainant. The injuries on
the body of complainant are old injuries, not caused on the date of
the incidence. Injuries can be caused by falling on ground. No
offence is made out under section 327 of I.P.C. There is no eye-
witness, as incidence occurred in dark midnight.

Evidence for prosecution :-

The complainant had received 8 contusions on his body and
medically examined by Doctor (P.W.-5), Prepairing M.L.C. report
Exhibit P-6. Prosecution examined the complainant (P.W.-1), Gopal
Giri (P.W.-2), Lala Shrivastav (P.W.-3), Kundan Singh (P.W.-4).
Evidence for defence -

Accused in his examination under section 313 Cr.P.C. contended that

recovery of lathi is not proved. He has committed no offence, injuries
were not caused on the date of incidence, but injuries were old.
Arguments of Prosecutor :-

The offences are established by the prosecution evidence. Injuries
are proved by expert evidence. Prosecution witnesses are reliable.

Arguments of Defence Counsel :-

Prosecution has not proved the case beyond reasonable doubt.
There is no extortion of property. Injuries are not proved.
Recovery is not proved. There was no assault on the complainant.
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T2 fd @ Ao @ ad @ IR R Ry faxfaa s den
fa fed T genl, wiew 9 99l @ IR gerel vl falked —

g1 &7 gHeor —

AT &1 AT e ¥ I8 § & 11.4.2008 BT TTHT 11:55 &
Id H gRard! Adue Ta | U AR @1 97| IR 3 S Agfed
7Y, dfe aRardy 3 IR &1 3T AEfha 9 9 941 o9 feur| 9
fagre =X JRIG uRard) &1 T1ell <1 @, o9 yRardy 3 S8 U1 9 e
& IR fbar, d IR e o1l o AR AR BT @R, gRAE]
U TR & 3Hax Il TN, fobg, AR 5 IqHhT U187 fhdr 3R S R &
Y o AT AR At ¥ gRardl @ ARA o, e gRumvasey,
gRard) oHH W) R vsT1 1d 99a IRR & fafi= sfTl v Susfaar «ifka
8| HCAT DI oTell #ar&id, dad (48, Ho| gcdle R Sl 37 o |
gRAE) 7 12.04.2008 BT TITHT 00:45 §oi A H AT DIadrel], Rragdr A
Rard oot HerEfl, ik 99 RUIE 9= (IRM IS 230 /2008 Usiidd fdbar
7| gRard @1 fafeei o 8g 9o T Y & GRM I
T AR fhar T, i & HUF oEdsg By T |

yfirar sftas —

RETEY & T B QRET g T8l & | IRa) & TRR W A gRE 9re
2 3R ger feaie &1 &1Ra 81 &I T8 & | " oA R iR 4 wIRkd
2 FHdl 2| WIS BT URT 327 B e AU T 99T & | BIe ygeTaefi
el 81 & Fuifes e SRy Ia H 9fed 83 © |

o &1 AEg -

Rard] @ IR TR 8 dlc & A e o iR v uadl RUiE ugel di—s,
Sfgex (fise]—5) & gRT JIR fHar 7a1| AMFIS ver 7 <feral, aRardt
(frseci—1), Murel f (fe—2), A #Aarde ({lss(-3), Td BT e
(1 Ssc—4) BT ULV HRAT & |

q941d qI&d —

FRIMY J TUH B URT 313 D ded U4 U § U8 o R © b
ST A IR Aifed € g5 | 96T BIS AR Fgl fhar 8| AT @I
IR &Y @I PHIRA A8l g8, Y @IS off |

aﬁuﬁwwa—q{:—

afReT 9 RN g B | fadivs wew | 9l @ gfe gl
2| s uer & waTe fAvaE 2 |
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9919 JAfergadr o1 dd —

HFGISH 96T 7 A BT GeE ¥ W wIfdd A8 fhar €| Hufed &1 SEuH
81 g 2| A wifdd AL g8 8| Wufd @7 Si<h yHift Jal & | gRardl
TR DI EHAT A8l BT |
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