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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.
w1 v el & ot yel @ IR RN dtgar e v e § & 3 & R

5y & 3on R = e @ I o Sfewar @, & el uie AR B

Write your Roll No. in the space provided on the first page of Answer-
Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of own or any 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.

IR YR et RS Me @ 1o ys R fAfde e = € sgwwis sifed
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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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Q.No./
U.ch.

Q.1

Question / y&=

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
faaresl &1 Rerflevu

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

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS :- Plaintiff’'s Case is that he
entered into an agreement with the defendant to purchase a plot
measuring 40 x 20 = 800 Sq feet situated at village A for
consideration of Rs. 25,000/~ (Twenty Five Thousand) on 8"
November 2007.The plot is surrounded by main road in the
North, by a lane in the South, by house of “C” in the East, and by
house of “D” in the West. The defendant was in possession and
title-holder of the said plot. The defendant received sum of Rs.

5,000 /- (Five Thousand) as an advance and executed an
agreement on 8-11-2007 in presence of witnesses. It was agreed
upon that the defendant would execute a registered sale deed
by 8-1-2008 after receiving balance consideration of Rs.
20,000/- (Twenty Thousand) from plaintiff.

The defendant did not execute the sale deed till 8-1-2008 and
did not get the plot measured. Plaintiff served a notice dated
26-1-2008 on the defendant for execution of registered sale deed
after measurement of the plot, but the defendant failed to perform
his part of the contract. The defendant has tried to grab the
amount of consideration paid by the plaintiff. Thus the suit for
specific performance of contract valued at Rs. 20,000/~ (Twenty
Thousand) was filed.

WRITTEN STATEMENT :- The defendant denied the case of
plaintiff on the ground that there was no condition for

measurement of disputed plot prior to execution of registered sale
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deed, as the plot was already measured and details were given
in agreement dated 8-11-2007. Defendant's contention is that he
was present at Registrar’s office on 8-1-2008 along with his
documents of title. Defendant had already given notice to the
plaintiff, to remain present before Registrar’s office, prior to 8-1-
2008 but the plaintiff did not appear before Registrar on 8-1-2008.
He also did not pay the balance amount of consideration. Thus
the defendant has performed his part of the contract. The
allegation regarding defendant’s intention, to grab advance
money, paid to him by the plaintiff is false. Plaintiff has under
valued the suit as the agreement was for a consideration of Rs.
25,000 (Twenty Five Thousand). The suit is liable to be dismissed
with cost.

fAafaRaa affees @ R ) RaEe fRxfRa IiR[ )

ardt @ fgas — ardl &1 wwen 38 @ f5 S9R 8 SawR, 2007
® 25,000 (U= EOIR ©UA) @ gsa & o ™ o & saRed
40 x 20 = 800 T Wi IRFAT & ¥ W€ BT FY B & ford Ufyardy &
T BRR fhar o1 98 9 @vs SwR H U@ AF g gfér § el g,
9 H W B e R AR ufe § T 3w g™ AR gen 2 e sw
TEUE & Peol H AT AR IFHT gHIR A1| Flaardt 7 FaR A s000 (@@
TOR) ®W ua fhy o ik wltral &) SuRufd § 8112007 & R
fFrefea fean on | 98 9 = W o1 & gfoard), 9 9§ 20,000 (@
IR ©W) ® A HfAtd $H UE B B YA 8.1.2008 IF Usima
fawa faore &1 e |

gfardl 57 8.1.2008 7% gy fieim &1 fwrea 98 fdan ik s
J@US B T & BT | qET A @S B AN D UgEd Gofigd fAea
focrm @ frares =g 9RE) @1 26.1.2008 & Afew arfier & oft @fe
giard! EfeT @ ST 9RT &1 Ul w3 Rnd <@ gfard) ¥ il
NI I fdd & gRif 3 sREM & v & 8 39 ueR
20,000 (¥ EIR ®UA) b1 JoOib-1 IR AfdeT & A< uem &1 ag
Tifga far |
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glaard? & JfaaT — vRad) 3 Ol B TS ¥ 9 R W YR
P FIE W E ofl S e A vgd ¥ @ T & g of ok R
8.11.2007 ® IR ¥ AN fan T o | gl &1 7' FEW 2 5 98 =@
@ U TR B WA 8.1.2008 B I (TS B Brated ¥ IuRerd gar
g | gieardl weet €, ardl B 812008 B U, S UG B wrtem 3
SuRerd 8 & R @ 2 ot a1 AfeT Ty 8.1.2008 B SU Ul B
THE UGG FEl g3 | SE e B 9w Wil off wew w8 &Y 3@
UHR, Ufar) 7 HAST & e T &1 urem e &) o @ ard) gw
Y Hew AW oH Bl BREM B s B, Wi afieus fem @
I A " B A o R @i 25000 (T TR wR) B
yfemhel 8g BRR g3 A1 | AR WeAd R 5 o A @

FRAMING OF CHARGES
IRl &) A=

Frame a charge/charges on the basis of allegations given here
under.-

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS -

The prosecution case in brief is that complainant 'C', a bank
manager, on date 26/01/2021 submitted a written application at
city Kotwali Bhopal in which it was mentioned that on
25/01/2021, at about 7:00 PM in the evening, when he was
coming back from his office, suddenly accused 'A' and 'B' because
of previous enmity with 'C' came to beat him with lathis. Accused
'B' asked 'A' to beat 'C' with Lathi. However, on B’s instigation,
‘A" slapped 'C' and also assaulted him with lathi, because of which
'C' sustained two injuries. In the medical examination, one
fracture was found over his left hand, and another simple injury
was also found over the face of the complainant.

frfaRaa afreea @ R R aRv farfag R —
IFITT BT gHver /sfEerT —
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Q.3

AT HT A9 W89 A I B 5 wRad o, 9o dmor, A
feies 26.01.2021 &1 RIS Hicareh AT 3 v faRaa smaga wqa e,
raH g8 Scoi@ g T o, & R 25.01.2021 & 9™ 7:00 99 &
BN 94 g8 U BTG | 99 dic X1 o, a4 98 srame Aftgad
T @A R ORE D TAd BRI A B A ¥ ARA IR 9
Iftga A T B AN F W B AR B o Fery g, & B
SHFEM R T T W B awe AR Ry ik ard ¥ N uEr e
HRO A B I A AF | WMIBA T F SE B 9@ BT ¥ TS
SfRMT UrT T dn BRI B AR W U SRR A ff UE TS |

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CIVIL) WRITING (CJ-II)
fvfa /e (Rifaen) < @=1 (o)

Write a judgment on the basis of pleadings and evidence given
hereunder after framing necessary issues and analyzing the
evidence, keeping in mind the provisions of relevant Law/Acts :-
Plaintiff’s Pleadings :-

1.  Plaintiff ‘P’ have filed a suit for declaration of ownership
and also for the recovery of possession of the land bearing survey
no 1011, area 8 acres, situated in village Bareli, District Raisen,
M.P (hereinafter referred to as the "suit property") against his
cousin brother Defendant ‘D’.

2.  According to plaintiff's, suit property is the ancestral
property of his father 'F'. Late ‘F’, his father was the owner as
well as possession holder of the suit property. After the death of
Plaintiff’s father in year 2011, Plaintiff being the only legal heir
of the deceased 'F', became the owner of the suit property. But
defendant 'D' in coilusion with revenue officers, with intention to
usurp the suit property, got mutated his name over the suit
property through a forged Will and dispossessed the plaintiff
forcefully.

3.  That the cause of action arose when the plaintiff got to
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know about the mutation proceedings during Diwali festival on
25-11-2011 and also when defendant dispossessed plaintiff from
the suit property on 20-12-2011. Therefore, plaintiff had to file
this civil suit for declaration of title with consequential relief for
recovery of possession against the Defendant. The Government of
M.P. through Collector is also made a defendant, but no relief has
been sought against this Defendant.

Defendant’s Pleadings :-

1. As per Written statement of the defendant, Plaintiff is not
the owner of suit property. The suit property was the self acquired
property of his uncle (plaintiff’s father) and the uncle had
bequeathed the land to him through a registered will, being happy
with his services to him in his last days. On the basis of said
registered will dated 01-09-2010, he got his name mutated in the
records of suit property.

2.  Plaintiff never stayed with his father, nor had provided him
any help or cared for him in his life time. Plaintiff has no right

over the suit property, whereas he has a registered will in his
favour.

3. Also the suit is hopelessly time barred as Suit is filed in the
year 2016.

Plaintiff’s Evidence :-

1. Plamtiff examined himself and one more witness 'W'.
Plaintiff substantially reiterated his pleadings in his statement. He
also added that the defendant having misused the trust of his
father, got fabricated a forged will in his favour by getting his
father’s signature on a blank paper. It is also averred that at the
time of execution of said will, his father was not in a fit state of
mind.

2.  Witness '"W' supported plaintiff’s contention that 'F' was not
in a fit state of mind in his last time. Plaintiff is the sole legal heir
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of the deceased 'F'. However, the plaintiff failed to produce any
documentary evidence in support of his father’s ill health and as
to the source of the suit property.

Defendant’s Evidence :-

1.  The defendant, in his statement, supported the facts pleaded
in written statement. He also supported the execution of
Registered will in his favour by his uncle 'F' and further stated
that the state of mind of 'F' was fit at the time of execution of will.

2.  The defendant also produced one more witness 'W2' who
supported defendant's pleading that defendant is in possession of
the suit property since 2011. However, this witness kept silent
regarding execution of Will. The defendant produced
documentary evidence from Ex D1 to D5 regarding the suit
property, showing that the said land was purchased by 'F' from his
own earnings. The defendant has produced Registered will Ex D6
in his support.

Arguments Plaintiff :-

The plaintiff argued that the will is not proved. He is the
owner of the suit property being the only successor.

Arguments Defendant .-

The defendant argued that he is the owner of the suit
property on the basis of the will & the suit is time barred.
fr=fafaa sifEaal @ s w faaee Afuaa IR/ W@ =
&1 fadaa axd gy dafa faldr /s em @ o9 yau=t &
= 4 vEd gy fofa fafked —

CHAR R G

1. T gR1 IM e, e IR (\ovo) Rerg A wd
FHHE-1011 §FFA 8 UHS (TI] T¥and IiRd Y @ B9 § Seeifaa)
P AT H W =N UG FHeoll Aol &1 18 399 geR ATE ufardy &y
& faeg uwga foar 81
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2. I D IR AT YA I9B AT e B Age 4 2| S
faar e v aeuw dufa & W@ v a9 o @ R
@1 2011 H g BF W I BT U e SeRIPE B B HROT
AT YA B W B T TReg ufREr S 3 wora s @
HAIB—M3 TR TR YA ESU1 & IG<¥Y A TP Bofl agdad & IR
W TR Y W FU T AEaRa eRar o € qen 9l & de 9
SERA deEd IR A B

3. % [, 9% SRY I¥ @99 S 83N, We UEe JER & IRH
famias 25112011 1 A€ B TR PRI B HWew § TS g iR
S WY H S g, @ il 7 ard) B aeuwd gy @ R 20,
12.2011 BT 95@c BR 21| @ o B Heon o) S GRS AT
@ WY Wed HIYON BT IE [IERAS A B fIvg s A ST
AT A YR N FHager & W gfard) s R, @efd 5w R
> foeg R ray =& arer w2

gfaarst & fdaaT —

1. v @ faReq Fom & ooR ard) aruRa 9 &1 @ T8 2
IR Y SHS Tl (@) @ fan) ) wWiia wufa € qen swe @
q WD R P TS WARN ¥ TEH BN vH e W ¥ 39 "l
B Uofigd SR B AeEm Q99 U N ol ax @ ot S
TSllRd TEETTE R 01.002010 @ JWR W SEY d_IE G B
I | I A W AR BT R

2. gt F—f v T @ 9 98 w® 9 & 998 Aagere 3§
IR BIE WA B AT IR P FEAA YSH Bl | AT BT AT A W
B3 JIVHR T8 8| el T8 UG SHS T § oRes adaTE 2

3. 9 AfdRad 7' 9 99 2016 & 91 89 @ PREHES w9 @
THY 9 2 |

qrél &1 ey —

1. T H W P UG UE I el Sy Bl udEor aREm R ard) 3
I ATl B TRERT o9 Bew ¥ B &) 9w 38 N ww
yftarel A SHa i & fvam &1 gow ax Sua far ¥ @l s
W EWIER odx IO UE A P gexfad adigaTam IR BT ) 3Ee
sfoRed a1l &1 78 A aifvwe 2 5 w~ia & o & w1g S99
foar & w=fe Rafy i =8 oft
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2. R S 79 B 39 HUMS & gneF fhar g 5 uw amm
< w9g A aRass @1 Sugad e A T8 9 | 9rd) I [a far &
THAS SaRIUERN © | FIf, g} avm O @ v @ed & |ey A U9
Hufed & Eiid & Hag 4 DIs Hl Ao TRY YT H A IHA V&
gl

glaqrct #l wrey -

1. ufqard) 9 o9 e d Siaee # sffaafaa qeal o1 gueds fear
2| SUH YA TEl UH ERT 99 W H A Wned ofima &1
e frar @ 9o I ' f e B B, 5 oxdiigg @ e & w5
T%' P ARKTSP Sip Iawer § o |

2. gfErE) gRT N U I WR Seg—2 B UKga fhar T g, o
gfardl & 39 ¥ &1 gheA FRar g, & ufard) v |ufa w
99 2011 § H H 7| UM, I8 GRD ¥Ed & e & Hey § |9
@ B AR A yge -1 FId -5 P SN ARy 39 Hey §
TR 3 &, [ I8 uee B B, % 30 f e gnr am W @
I | GG T N e A R afimaIm uee $-6 am
A ¥ weqa fasar 2

il 7 9o fHa & afimaarn I sgeR ymftg 981 @ e 9
Thd STRITHR 81 & SR IR &1 @l 2

ae_glaard] —

gfeard) &1 9@ & & a8 TieeTM @ R W auw 43 @
WM 2 G99 Iafy aiftra B

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CRIMINAL) WRITING (JMFC)
g /andsr (Sifs®) d@a umrQ)

Frame the charge and write a judgment on the basis of the
allegations and evidence given hereunder by analyzing the
evidence, keeping in mind the relevant provisions on the
concerning law.

Prosecution Case
On 04-12-2020 in the morning at or about 08:00 AM

informant 'B' lodged a first information report with police station
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city kotwali Rewa to the effect that he resides in village khaurkoti
within thana city kotwali Rewa. On 30-11-2020 in the evening at
or about 07:00 PM while he was resting in his drawing room just
after he came from office suddenly accused A1 and A2 because of
his open drainage towards their plot started to abuse 'B'. When 'B'
went out to see what is happening outside A1 and A2 chased 'B'
with Lathi inside the house and assaulted 'B' because of which 'B'
sustained bleeding injuries over head and on right arm. When ‘W',
wife of 'B, tried to save 'B', accused Al and A2 also gave Lathi
blows to 'W', who sustained bleeding injuries over left arm and
right leg. When other family members of 'B' and neighbours came
and shouted to save 'B' and 'W', both the accused persons
intimidated 'B' by threatening to cause death and fled away from
the place of incident. 'B' immediately went to Bichiya hospital
Rewa along with "W' and after discharge from the hospital on 04-
12-2020 'B' with plaster in his right arm and bandage over his
head along with 'W' went to city kotwali Rewa and lodged the
report. There by police registered a case under crime no. 946/20,
witnesses were examined, accompanied by the informant and
victim, site plan was prepared and on obtaining MLC from the
bichiya hospital Rewa, it was found that 'W' sustained simple
injuries and 'B' sustained grievous injuries caused by hard and
blunt object. Accused A1 and A2 were arrested, Lathi's were also
seized from them and after completion of investigation charge
sheet against A1 and A2 was filed.
Defence plea

Both the accused persons advanced defence that
complainant has grudge because they are prohibiting complainant
from draining water in their open plot. Complainant and his wife
fell down from motorcycle and lodged a false complaint to take
advantage of the situation.
Prosecution evidence

Prosecution has examined as many as 5 witnesses. In
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examination in chief 'B' (PW1) stated that on the date and
time of incident the accused A1 and A2 entered into his house
and assaulted him over right arm and right side on the head
with lathi's and when his wife 'W' (PW2) tried to save him
both the accused persons also gave lathi blows to 'W'. When
his family members and neighbours came and shouted over to
accused Al and A2, they fled away from the spot of incident.
The report filed by him is EXP1 and spot map prepared
before him is EXP2. He remained admitted in hospital for 3
days because his right arm was fractured. In cross examination
'B' (PW1) has denied the suggestion of defence that he has
sustained injuries from fall by the motorcycle.

Another injured witness "W' (PW2) also supported the
prosecution version to the extent of B's (PW1) prosecution case.

Prosecution witness 'R' (PW3) who is real brother of 'B' has
supported the prosecution version to the extent of B's prosecution
case. _

Doctor 'D' (PW4) also corroborated the version of 'B' and
'"W' by proving their MLC report exhibit P3 and P4, X-Ray report
of 'B' EXP5 and X-Ray plate & article A1 and A2 with minor
variation that injuries on "W' was on right arm and right leg.

Investigating officer 'I' (PW5) has supported all the
proceedings done by him in the course of investigation.
Evidence for defence

Accused persons have denied all the inculpatory
circumstances put to them in examination under section 313
Cr.P.C. Accused persons examined his neighbour 'N' who deposed
that the plot of A1 is beside the house of 'B' and all the water from
his drainage is collecting in the plot making it a marsh land. A1
and A2 who are father and son requested 'B' many times to make
arrangement for the drainage but instead of this 'B' who is a well-
to-do person and a Municipal officer has lodged a false report
against A1 and A2. 'B' has recently purchased a new motorcycle
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and he is unable to drive it and had fallen from the motorcycle
and sustained various injuries.

Argument for prosecution

Prosecution has established the case fully. There is no
ground in existence to disbelieve the testimony of victims. Both
accused persons are liable to be convicted for their acts.
Argument for defence

There is variation in medical and ocular evidence. No
independent witness has been examined by prosecution and there
is considerable unexplained delay in lodging FIR. The story of
prosecution is false because 30 November 2020 was a public
holiday (Kartik Poornima Gurunank Jayanti) hence no question of
coming from the office by complainant arises. The standard of
their defence is of preponderance of probability so they are
entitled to be exonerated from the charges with which they are
subjected to trial.

1 R R afries @ amd @ R W) R fakfia &Y aun
1 A A del, Wi 7 d9f B IR R Ay g e,
e "R iy fafRad -

fesid 04122020 F1 gaE T 0800 T YaAHAl A F amReh
o Rl wraarel a1 § v yom guer RO 59 ameR @) foraE B T
M ERSIE fFta o R widqare) da1 @1 87 aren 21 Reid 30,11,
2020 B M THAET 07:00 I Ofd 98 AU BRI | P T LT
T H ARF B W A1 A AGHR T T R D e F IwD get g8
AT BT ADR el TAT B o | We A GER R @ 7 R @
B YE1 1 g U1 Td w2 @ b1 Pe1 e §Y B B e’ gW A
v W A W men e R are @ RR wd @il son w
IFIsagad Susfoai ugH | S @ @ U Sy A g9 B BT U
foam @ afrgad v @ w2 A ey B of el @ WR ugeE Rwe
FRU Y i g vd TR W F Yesmage Susfid sika g8 | o9 &Y
% IRAR B I Few IR TeRY A R Y SR T B M B
forg foeemd @ 21 afigedt 3 @ B Tm ¥ T AN gmd Fow
e fba ok "o o ¥ 9 | R o weh wia A
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Jreqdrer ar a1 U9 fQAid 04.12.2020 B A9 TR YO H @R, R #
uedl & T Ruid formm =g R siarel S T wd R g 3718 |
gfer T W SHD 946 /20 B WU A o I Al BT GOeIor far
g Riemaeal @ AMEd & o WIa] geARed &1 A9 IR )
s sraade | WAl Rud o 8 W F g 5 sy @ TR
A R SUEfAl U@ @1 HSR Td deR) avg 9 TR Susfo aiRa
gs o IPgE w1 W@ w2 @ FRwR e @, s9e a3 aifeal @
®) T Ud IJNU Ul BN @ TN ANIFT B A6E IR uF WA
fan |
gforen affars
BRI & W A oG I el & ) B o wie § ™ & fog
7 R4 & | BRI T I Ol Aeadfed 9§ iR ™ ¥ ud g
IR &1 o™ oM & forg afge o & fawg 38 Rud <<t ovrg
T B

AP g 5 Al @ Ay e)ig T8 8 BRard) @)
A I g W § wEr 6 ged e 9 99 R afiged v w@ w2
IS HHH B IHAR gH AR AR IWH A o1 1@ AR W A T
el A gae fhar| S9 IEa! I Sy (AWI2) 7 W gEH & fay
N e @ Sl AfigE afdddl 7 Seg R A aifddl | ar 53
99 BRI & IRaR & Few AR TS IR T AFgIITOr Y1 UE W2
W Ry @ U1 3R g2 gearRed @ 9 | BRI grr faarE 18
RAié wodo1 &, TN UG IR AR dIR fHI T A= Hiw vofio2
21 g8 dF S a0 aRuard # WAl %@ Ud SWH SR g BaR 8
T o | gfgdEer 4y gRT 99 UE & 59 g9d 9§ SOR [&Ha T 8
& S0 @i fRA & ang €

IR AR e Sy (1.H12) gR & (IWM1) D AR FA” FY
IS B A @ WA aF FadH B 8

I WRfY IR @E3) S @ & wm AR R, A W erER
O BT IO @ A @) WA 96 wheE e 74

Siaer I (@H4) 7 WM W F g B FYA BT 9D fAfeia
geror RArE godios, godiod, i o1 gaa— RUIE dodios T Tai— wied
Ifié@ma g1 3R W2 & 39 Tl & 9 gitK B & & sog @
<Ifes &g v <1fes R A & @ic o o)

faae e ang (31915) A faggwn & SR S gRI @l TS
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T FrarRal o wwel fhar 2
gferen A

IFGFTTOT ERT ORT 313 TUW D WEY B Iiqd ST e
AN BT g Fw el TRRufyEl @ gofa: s7eR v & qen e
9 WA A TS T B %uH eNm €, Re gr ity far war @
s sITaI T § e wRLEW R D WY TN & gl
U1 @ wic § SEval &, 99 98 g g O W 2 U1 U w2 fa
94 €, s gR1 &8 IR @ A s b ™ B @ o @ Seem @
wHfo aeen @R, fovg @ W wd e ke e 2 Y v w
2 @ faeg g RUE oot @ @) 9 3 aef ¢ 72 e o @
Ud 98 I IA1 T8l ST 3R Aievded ¥ 98 AR T gor o
I HE e g B
IS &1 do

AT J AU AN g0 ARE wifed fear &1 dRat & Wy w
Afard {53 o &1 BE BRO T8 ¥ I S APRETET B 9D

W WA Wl B Tl T8 R T & e vum e RO o awiv
S W e faem R s @) den wofa: sidt 2, wifs Reie 30
112020 @ (HMfclep fT Toame ol ) gedl ff o wRard &
ERT 307 BAfe A M H U & T Sedl £ I 99 B WR
FAIIARN B! NG B 2| A 4 ARy B wh aRfT el @
TITHERN B THIR & |

dhkkkhnk

Page 14 ot 14



