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Instructions :-
1. All questions are compulsory. Answer to all §uens must be given in

one language either in Hindi or in English. In cadeany ambiguity
between English and Hindi version of the questtbe, English version

shall prevail.
I e ffFard 1 It Ul & SR R 3rrdr ISl U Wi § & o g 3l
B ue & SO IR 2= UTe & <1 B Wfevear §, a1 TS Ut JRg 81 |

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

Book or Supplementary Sheet. Writing of his/her dvame or Roll No.
or any Number or any mark of identification in &@oym in any place of
the Answer Book not provided for, by which the ArswBook of a
candidate may be distinguished/ identified from eogh is strictly
prohibited and shall, in addition to other grouneistail cancellation of
his/her candidature.
IR YRABT 31aT JRS e & Yo U8 R MG WIH WR 1 AghHid 3ifdhd
PN | IR gRaeT H§ i I & afaRed fedl we W smer M a1 rghHi®
AT PIg HHIG AT UgAE & bIg [ ifhd &1 g {6 wRiemedf o SR
gRADT P 3 IR GRABIBI I AT USAMT ST Feb, FaT Ulditg © AR 31
MR @& SrfaRad, SH®T rafdfar fRed frd ST &7 JMeR 81T |

3. Writing of all answers must be clear & legibiethe writing of Answer

Book written by any candidate is not clear or Isgible in view of

Valuer/Valuers then the valuation of such AnsweolBmay not be done.
Y IR B for@r@ae W iR UYSH™ M1 3Maedd 2| el wWemff & gr
fodl 8 SR—YgRT®T @1 forarae afe oAl / JeAldah<aiTol & dd 4
I AT USRI BRI AT IABI HATH To| (AT ST HADAT |
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Q.No./ Question fueH Marks/
U.3b. 3®

SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES
farerel a1 Rerdievor

Q.1 Settle the issies on the basis of the pleadings given here unc 10

PLAINTIFF’'S PLEADINGS :- Plaintiff Ramraj instituted ¢
suit for recovery of Rs. 54,450/- against the deéaet on the basis
of a promissory note dated’ ®lay, 202. It was averred in tt
plaint that he defendant being in need of money requeste
plaintiff in the month of April, 20120 give him a loan of R
40,000/-. The plaintiff agreed and gave him a loaRs. 40,000/-
on 6" May, 2012 After receiving the said amount in cash,
defendant escuted a promissory note on the same day w
stipulation to repay the same on demand along witrest at th
rate of 10% p.a. However the defendant failed gpay the
amount despite several oral demands. A registeotidendatec
15" April, 2015 was sent by the plairftito the defendar
demanding rneayment of the said amount. Despite receipt o
said notice, the defendant did not return the arholimerefore,
the plaintiff filed the suit for recovery of theamésaid amour
along with interest at the rate of 10% p.a.

DEFENDANT'S PLEADINGS :- The defendant ithe written
statement has denied thia¢ had ever borrowed a sum of

40,000/- from the plaintiff and executedty promissory note ¢
6" May, 2012. It was alleged by him that the pissory note is

forged document. It was also alleged by him thatduit is filec
by the plaintiff in collusion with his brother NatPal Singh, wh
IS attesting witness to the promissory note.

fa=ferRaa arfigel & MR W g faxfg iR |

TG # FATET — dd RIS A ufoard) & foeg TR Aie
feAld 06—05—2012 & QMR W 54,450 /—FR HI Tl Tg dIQ
SRerd fhar| acud # U8 $el T fh ufdard] B geERir @l
JMATIHAT B TR TP gRT T 2012 H AT 8OIR ®UI K0T o
@1 Fdes fhar Tar| ardl IR BT TAT I UfAdral bl ATl
R WU BT oliF el 06—05—2012 &I T | Sad W3 g Ui




PR® Yladral § U YRR Ale duifed fean o Seoifaa o o
Iad R AN S W 10 URiRd gy s & 1 ardd T |
S draue Uldarel IR—9R AiRge AT fhd S ORI 9199 HjA
H 3% RET| dral §RT 15—04—2015 I Uldral &I Iaa AR Bl
IqUH T B S o Uolia Afed Ua far | Afes ur
IR B s AT Ufdardl | R a9 9@ FH| sAfer’y arar A
JURIG RIRT BT 10 Rl A &1 & AT agell 8 dle U&d
foba |

glaaidl @ fAgaT — Ufdardl o Sarderar ¥ qral | el g9k
®UY RO ofF U4 faHld 06—05—2012 b YHHRI Alc HUIfad &H_4 9
qUid: §hR fHAr|  gfaars! gRT g8 sfeiud fhar war fé gl die
Th Woll Sl o I8 ey fhar wan & qrdl 9 sfud «1g
THUTARAE, ST A AlC &1 U0 el 2, & A1 gRIVAR
PR I8 YR [HaAT T |

FRAMING OF CHARGES
IR &l A=

Frame a charge/charges on the basis of allegatiogs/en here
under.-

PROSECUTION CASE / ALLEGATIONS— The Prosecutiol
case is that complainant Amarsingh on 29-08-28dBmitted ¢
written application at city Kotwali in which it immentioned the
he has got a shop of motor parts in the name ofkKdra
Automobiles situated at Jagdev Talab. On 24-08-2&x16bou
9:00 PM he went to his house after closing the shop
25-08-2016 at 9:00 AM when he opened the shogphed tha
the motor parts were attered. Two crown of GNA Compa
used in TATA vehicles costing Rs. 10,00@/ere not found. O
the basis of this report the crime No. 115/2Qffler section
457, 380 of IPC was registered. Site map was gvegp The
disclosure statement of the accused was recorddiB8€9-2016
and pursuant to it, two crowns were seized fromhibese of th
accused. The statemena$ the witnesses were recorded. A
completing the investigation the charge sheet wvilasgl fn the
Court of Judicial Magistrate First Class.

ffeRaa afieeml @ MR IR IRY faRfg I —

IATIGTT BT FBYT /I HYT — A BT A I © b
BRI ERRIE T 29.08.2016 BT RS dIddrell H Teh forlRad Mg
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e fbar foraH I8 Sooid fbar 1 o & Sar Al &
A 9§ AR UICH Bl IHD! G Sd dielld H ReId & | 24.08.2016
DI ST 9:00 Fol XA I8 GhM g BRI & UTAR 37U TR Fcll
T o fQdld 25.08.2016 Pl I Fag 9:00 dol, Sd IA+
Grell ar I8 9 & AeRuey el gU o | SIUAY ®U @ QT
1S ST IUANT TSN BU & dlgl H§ Bl & a2l [STd! HrHd
10,000 /— ®UYY off, &l WY U| 39 RUC & MR W IWRE .
115 /2016 WIEH. & ORI 457, 380 & <EH <o fhar Tar| =aem
AT AR fHAT TAT| AAYaT BT Udbed I 3Hld 08.09.2016 I
ARG fhaT 7T | D AR WR &I HISA A & B8R F I
fpy g wferal & e AfafaRed fey Y| =Y 9T EW &
geEq JIRIT U TS AL U2 S0 & rTed d wRa
AT |

JUDGMENT/ORDER (CIVIL) WRITING (CJ-11)
ot /emeer (Rafaer) o= (CJ-1N)

Write a judgment on the basis of pleadings and evahce giver

here under after framing necessary issues and anaing the
evidence, keeping in mind the provisions of relevamaw/Acts :-

Plaintiff's Pleadings :- Paintiffs have filed a civil suit fo

declaration of ownership of the land survey no.Gl84#ea 5.26
hectares (hereinafter referred to as land undeutisor suit lad)
and also for permanent injunction against the d&fanh the
Government of Madhya Pradesh, for restraining iomt
interfering with their possession. As per the piegsl of plaintiff
Late 'A' was the owner as well as in possessioth@fsuit lanc
which was under his possession. Plaintiff no. 1 ‘Alh&sdon an
plaintiff no. 2 Mrs. 'A2' is the wife of late 'A’A" died around 1
years back. After the death of 'A' his heirs becdngeowner o
the land but the Patwari did not mutate the namplaiftiffs in
revenue records. Land under dispute was wronglprdec a:
Reserved Forest. Plaintiffs have also pleadedttiest have filec
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an application for mutation in their favour but tsame wa
rejected by the Tehsildar of Hamidganj. A noticelemsectin 80
C.P.C. has been served with the -collector but thate
Government did not give the any reply. Therefdnes tivil suit is
filed. Plaintiffs are the owner as well as in pessen of the su
land. Therefore, they be declared as the owndreo$iit land anc
a permanent injunction be granted in their favaurdstraining
the defendants from interfering with their peacgio$session.

Defendant’s Pleadings :- As per the written statement

defendant, plaintiffs are not the owner of the lamdlerdispute
The suit land was declared as Reserved Forestebgdtification
no. 8894-408-Ten-68 dated 30-1068 and also notificatic
published in the Gazette on 31-0969. Plaintiffs have no rig
over the suit land, therefore, suit shall be regdcDefendant ha
not challenged the fact that plaintiffs are thedef late 'A'.

Plaintiff’s Evidence :- As per oral evidence of Plaintiff Witness-
1 Mrs. 'A2' and Plaintiff Witnes2-'Al' the land under dispt
survey no. 1946 area 5.266 hectares situattetlage Hamidgar

District Satna was the property of late akid his name was al
recorded in revenue records. Plaintiffs hals® filed document
Ex.P-1 to PZ which are certified copies of Khasra Panchsa
support their case in which name of late Wes recorded. Bl
they have failed to explain in their pleadings thatv 'A' hasgot
the ownership and possession over the suit landhéncross-
examination PW-2 'Al', who is the son of late PPatta of the su
land was granted to his fathautlplaintiffs have not produced t
said Patta. Plaintiffs have also not produced ahgradocument



to show the ownership of late !Arhey have also not produc
any document to show their possession over thdaadtafter th
death of 'A'.

Defendant’s Evidence:- Defendant Witness 'B', who is a St

Government officer has supported the case of daf@sdn his
oral evidence and also proved the documents filgd the
defendants. Land under dispute was recorded asr@@aeat lanc
in Khasra Panchsala of the year 2@01-2. He has also prov
the Gazette notification and map of Forest Depantnte show
that the land under dispute is already notifie€Raserved Forest.

Arguments Plaintiff:- As per the arguments of plaintiffs Late

was the owneas well as in possession of the suit land. Pld
no. 1 '‘Al'is the son and plaintiff no. 2 Mrs. 'AR2the wife of late
‘A'. 'A" died around 10 years back. Because pRsndire the heir
of late 'A', therefore, they became the owner eflind afte the
death of 'A". Plaintiffs are in the possessionhef $uit land.

Arguments Defendant- Plaintiffs are not the owner of the la

under dispute. The suit land was declared as Reddrorest b
the notification no. 8894-408-Ten-68 dated 30-168L.ard alsc
notification published in the Gazette on 311H69. Plaintiffs
have no right and possession over the suit land.

frfaRea siffaael & MR W Ao fRfUa S 19 aeg a1
fadem a=a gy Hefta fafdy /afdfm & gaTa grauEl o e 4
J@d gy vl faRed —

Il & IfffEEd — 91l @ §RT YA Ad BHIG 1946 STAHel 5266
TFCIR (Tg Uearq fdarfed 4\ a1 aeqA & wu H IfeaRad) &




Hdg ¥ ¥ GO Ud 9 AT Dl R FNgrs gq ufddaral |,
A B fdog U fbar 1 8 6 SS9 SEe afeuc H oswdey
R W BT Sd | ardl & Af¥eal & AR faarfed A wrifig
‘T’ P I g AU Bl AT | ardl ®.o1 U1 Jad U Bl YA
Tq 9rel . 2 SN U7 gae U @l goil g1 Y0 Bl qg Al
gedfel & STHT 10 99 Yd B GHl | T Bl AW gAqE [Tored
ARy ay 2014 & WERT H SO | U B Y b G QN0
fqarfed 4@ & W@ Y, fg Icar’l gRT oG i@l § 3w
AR gl fhar ar | f[arfed [ Tod wu | R B (FRfera
) @ ®U H ol B ol T | 0T §RT Ig I 3ffdaed fhar an
g b SB[ AR B U 3MMded U3 UKId (haT o, Gl dedeiar
gHIGIST gRT Told U ¥ FRE &R Qa1 1| 9RT 80 AU™. Bl
AfeH detdex DI T &1 75 ofl, fb=g AY. I §RT Py Sid1q
Tl AT A7 | o1 UE BRI UK AT AT | Ao faarad
A & WHE g MEeR) € | o S fdarfad A b1 Wl =ifbd
febar SIrd o faareEi T & favg $9 3P @l e e SN
@ S b d faanfed A R arerToT & whifayel e H gxdey |
B |

glaardt & SfaaT — UREET §RT Slaiearal $9 MR & URd
fpar = & & R Rarfed 9 & W@ qn ey [8 € |
fqarfed qfH,  Aifefbadse  wHid  8894—408—10—68,  fald
30 /10 /1968 QAT o0 H UHIRG Afefhama fadid 31,/01 /1969
& g Rod BiRe (SRR 99) =g @1 78 ® | ardiror &7 faarfed
I R PIS Wd T8 2| 3T arg Red fear o | ufard @ g
9 d2F DI A A8l & g B fb arel W U BT SRIgdR
=

gl Pl GEF — dal el i 1 SNEfT T2 del dral el
PHIE 2 ‘T B AIRGES BAAT B AR fdarfad qH Fd P, 1956




Rehal 5266 sdcdR Rerd UM gHIEIS fSTell Fa- gad U &I Fufed
off ToIT IDT M RIS 3fWel@l H ol ol | XISl Fe & Wy 4
JIENTOT gRT S¥ddSl WUl oFd 7 9gd fby U 8, S @9ERT
eI P YA gfaferftar €1 fbeg araiTor U8 W PR H
EHe 8 & (b fdarfed 4 &1 @ g g MU U7 Bl fHd gahR
UTeT 83T | U+ UfRIeTor ¥ g1l el &. 2, S fb U &1 g+ ©, o
Jg B fHar © o fAa1iad A &1 ucer SH9a fUdr &I UTel g3 o,
fh=g aTERTYT §RT I USel WA gl fhar A7 & | araiToT &l 3R
A I D3 WA WRd Fal fhar w g, e a8 <R gar &
fo faarfea A v &I f58 UBR U g8 | areRTT & 3R | U4 I
BT oRd AT TR FEl fhar T ¥ R SHer o oo
&l |

giaqrdt &1 @y — Gfdardl el HHfh 1 9 S fdh IM9g AT Bl
ABR &, 7 URETEHRTO & GHRoT Bl AT B U XTSIl Bl
T fha 1 SEAI SR W USSR US4 B Wl
oI fhd T | faarfed M @ERT UEErer 9y 2011—12 USLA
TAT WHRT YIEAETAAT a¥ 2014—15 US2 H AHI qH &9l 2| ol
Aifefharer U3 T a9 P9RT &1 o US4 faarfed 9 wxiea
99 9Ifvd & w9 # <RId 7 |

TP FIG — Gl & Tb b FIGAR fdarfad qH &1 @R g ARAYILRI
qdd ‘T AT| dr&l b. T’ Hdd bl YA dqAT dlal B. W' Gdd T Bl
Ul 21 U B G 10 99 g4 B gl = | dfd AN Jddh T b
STRITHRY 8| 3 T &l §g & d1a d faarfed g & w@ri €|

T® glagrdt — acar fqafead 9 & @ 98 € farfea v
Afefhme H. 8894—408—10—68, &% 30,/10,/1968 AT IToIC
Aifefharer faid 31.01.1969 H faariad % wREAT a1 =ifvd &1 &
@l & | Aol BT fAarfed I iR SIS a7 Mus T8l ¢ |




vt /aewr (gifs®) o= (JMFC)
JUDGMENT/ORDER (CRIMINAL) WRITING (JMFQ)

Q. 4 Frame the charge and write a judgment on the basisf the

allegations and evidence given here under by anaiyg the
evidence, keeping in mind the relevant provisionon the
concerning law.

Prosecution Case:- On 15-052007 at about 11.00 p.i
Complainant "A" was sleeping in his open varandaviabba

Nagar under police staion, Tar Bahar, Bilaspur.deaty some
one struck on his head. He got up and saw thaw#&s' ruming
with a knife in his hand. A raised an alarm andrregyhbor “C”
came running.They chased “B” and caught him. Atualidl.3C
p.m. complainant "A" lodged a report in Police istatTar Bahar
that on account of old enmity, "B" had attacked."A"

Blood stains were found on the clothes of "B". Knife :
blood stained clothes were seized from him. On o=
examination of "A" incised wound was found over fosehead
Injury was caused by a sharp edged weapon and ivwgesin
nature. On Chemical examitman presence of humun blood w
confirmed on the clothes and knife recovered froB".
Statements under Section 161 Cr.P.C. Were record@er
completion of investigation charge sheet was filed.

Defence Plea- Accused "B" on being charged, abjured dslt

and pleaded innocence.

Evidence for prosecution- Evidence was adduced on behal

the prosecution, which substantially supported pihesecutior
case. In court "A" Stated that On 15-P607 at about 11.00 p.I

40



10

he was sleeping in his open varasdaddenly some one struck
his head. He got up and saw that "B" was runnirty @wiknife in
his hand. He raised an alarm, and his neighborca®he runninc
They chased “B” and caught him. On account of elthity "B"
assaulted him with knife. In crosgamination "A" admitted the
he had not seen accused inflicting injury. And asmitted tha
accused is his younger brother. “C" stated thatsher "B"
running with knife and caught him. There was amrynjon the
forehead of "A". He also saw bloodstaimnsthe clothes of "B"
Doctor who had examined "A" gave details of injargustaine
by "A" but denied the possibility that the injuryagnbe caused [
fall. The investigating officer gave details ofstirinformatior
report lodged by "A". He also gaveetdils of knife and clothe
recovered from "B".

On being examined unde®ection 313 Cr.P.C.the
accused stated that he was innocent and had bdsely
implicated on account of old enmity. Accused did give any
explanation regarding the presence of aarblood on knife an
clothes seized from him.

Evidence for defence- Accuseddid not produce any evidence

defence.

Arguments of Prosecutor.- On behalf of the prosecutic

prosecutor argued that on the basis of evidenceucadk
prosecution has pred the quilt of the accused beyond
shadow of reasonable doubt.

Arguments of Defence Counsel On behalf of the accused It f

been argued thahere is no evidence that any body saw
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accused inflicting the injury. Chemical examinati@port is nb
sufficient to hold the accused guilty. Accused neacentand
twenty years of age and only bread earner of hisilya On
account of old enmity he has been falsely implidate

T fd T I @ AMd @ IR TR AR R & den
T QA T i, Wied 9 df & MR W ARty fg 99w, b
Rl vy falked —

SAGITT BT FHYT — 15.05.2007 DI XM THT 11 Tl GRaral “3f”
Ml IR 98R, [TeIqR 3faia fod[r R # U9 gol R_M< H Al
RET o7 | e & fbdl 7 9¥9a R IR UeR fbar | 98 S SaT a2
I T 9" U BT H AT, [ 91T R@T o uRdral & fHeet
R IFHT USIAl g Qledl AT 3MAT| I8IH "9 B el fHar 3R
I Ubs forar | IfF ST 11:30 991, URATET 31" ¥ T dR 98R H
RUIE a5l ST fb QRN 2EAT & RO ‘9" 7 "3 WR IATHHAU fdhar
a1 |

‘g B JE R G D g U | AR, AR G H A g
T BT IHA AL PR foran war| o @ FRfeeda e wRA
R, SG6 T W IV (Hel) 9/ gl 97| SUST ol gR - dTel
AP W BING BT T off AR T8 ARV Ui ®I ol | F-ATb Sl
B W G Y GG g, IR AT I DI AT B gfte
DI TS| TUE. DI URT 161 D 3T Bl Bl fAferiaa fbar |
IV & YU B & YA, IIRIT GF SIRIA o 737 |
gfoRen 3ifiars — IRIUT 89 R JAfgad ‘9" 9 37U QI H SHR
fpar iR F=IfSar &1 aifvars fbar |
IS DY ATeY — IIWATSTT Bl 3R I |iey uer fbar w3, fad
IS UHRYT BT qaid ©Y | 9 gl | < red | 3 7 I8
JAfdpe fhar fb 98 15.05.2007 I AR AT 11 g9l 30 ol
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e H Al BT AT | G 8 fhdl 7 Se RR W UsR fhar| 98
SIRT JST dAT I <l b "9" U 81T H = fold 9N @1 o
D fed™ TR IAHT TSRl 9" QST g3 SMAT| /A "I &I
T fhar iR SH udbs fordr| QR AT & BRU ‘9 4 99 W
T, A BHAT b1 o1 | UfuRletor H "3 4 I8 WIeR b1 fb Iq+
"g" P Aic IgAT U TRl @1 97 SHHT BT AR ©| 9 A I
JAfdpe fhar f I/ 9" Bl dled U <@l T 3R IH Udbs form
oT| 3" & A W IUSA AT | IAT T b T W G b gedl Dl A
<l o7 | afecas, s 31" @ Sifg & o, 7 "3 gRT SWId &
T SUSOl & &R &I fOaR 9 9dra ofed 39 9T 9 ShR
fpar b Qusfal MIRA | HIRT 8 B | 3I<NT SfABRT F "3 §RT &0l
PRIS TTs YA AT RUic &1 &R7 37| S99 9" 9 /e 6 T
T, qAT G BT AT RT3 |

TUE. B ORI 313 & A we by S W ANYad - I8
HU a1 & a8 FRiv 2 qn S8 R ST & dRUT fear anfera
far T 2| Afga 7 S9d IfUEd fR W TrE;. dur ol R
R fAETar & ey H P WG T8l 37|
919 g — SfWgad - UfcRe H PIg A& U el (b |
AFAIST® BT D — AMIISE DI AR H ANASIG 4 I8 T b
fb Uer B T AeY & UR W, WA o AMYdd & IT DI
JfrTgad dag 9 W g fear 21
919 ARG & a@ — IJg dd [bar 1T 6 ifged MR § |
UHRY H VT Bl Wieg Tl 2 P g Bl [l 1 die Bk dRd
8U o1 Bl | e qRierr Ruie siigad &l I S8 @ ford
i 8l 2| Affgad 20 9§ B MY BT 2 T AUH URAR H el
SHHM aTell © | YR AT & BRYT I9 R sfforad fdhar 731 7 |

Sokeokskokokokok



