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Instructions : This question paper consists of three questions. Question
No. 3 contains two translations. Attempt all questions.

1. frafofed & W@t & w7 X qon smavas agug fAfda #w foa
ferd [40]
qrel o AfHE=
(i) W‘P’ﬁmaﬁﬂso,oow-mﬁa@ﬁ%maﬁsﬁaﬁqﬂﬁ

F Wy yga v ¥ fF s 10-11-2011 w1 gt (SETR) H
Wfqert ‘D’, S 39F 9E ‘B’ &1 faw ®, 7 fRdt wig w6 & faU
30,000/- 9T i AT i ot | AT Afqarel ) sty & 3fad
A T 3¥ 30,000/- FC 39 A &% A feu fF wfqart 7 w
=0 ) TR 12 gfaem arfifer <X @ QiR O gfgd Ay S |
et 7 3E e A SWiad Wigd ¥al ol Wimfad Hd T
e ‘W’ (SLEL 3) w Surfd § Sfud =y W uw i
Ae 9.4t 1 o Fremfea foran | s9% B8 Wk 91K 9 96 7 RO i
Tt &t | w @ Afqaer 7 15 feaq w1 9wg @@ 15 A &
a1 it gfaarst 7 /o &t ¥ F Eefram S Tem w1y e
T YEI AR P’ ¥ I STV & WA fEE 02-06-2012
I e T, o 13 3.4, 2 fisamn | g= 13 faem & dEsR
ot gfaardt ‘D’ 7 7 IFh1 W fean iR 9 € <= |feq w0 @
TR R A AT I A A RO hi A, A% YR feAiw
10-08-2012 e IUIRNId =&e & Ta st & ved # 3R wfqamet &
mmmwaﬁmﬁmaﬁ%aﬁ?m%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi
IUF IWA WIAE dF &t 3afy & fau off dfaeres 12 wiawm

T W @ = R 3 AR F =T o e I W W
R
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wfdardt & Stfireem

(i) i ‘D’ 3 o & sl 1 orlER o € #R o fafem
FYA 4 I% v fopan & foF ot 1 g 39 A TR §, sE
30,000/~ ¥9T T HI FU &l forar ® SR 39 HRO I W R
TS I R T Y I TG BT § | 9 Hhiyd WiHEdt e
It H e ¥ fromfen & foran @1 Wit e gefaa @
& &<l d sweR wa@ R, el WHEd W W ITF st o
FRIRR A T § | FHeh el AT AR ¢ 3R a0t 7 geiarg
USRI fufem, 1934 B qo1 vervasmareti &1 qrom T&l R &
AR Fa T YR W & 39 9 Fiew FhT oW 4T 1 o1
a1 & Hd g W o a1 & fAw 9t W R 354, S8R
yishan Wfed & orgeR R afiqfi == 5,000~ T9C @ 9@
it I wE W T

ET T q1e

(i) o 7 v e gdtg, e R 3 wd2 ok sEF Ty
e e ws w sfieieit wie we feu € et pr
(WL 1) 7 @ q91 I T e e Wi B’ (S 2) w
THEE I 9d.1 & &R W (ALEL 3) HT G SRaE
37 94 A aret & el w1 T W wd F g e w5
foares iR 38 W yfare! & TXsR ST S § 1 S1qy whradaor
§ 9t ‘P’ SR 3HH Wiferdl 7wt % 39 Y fF O weER
%, 9 7R foar B

wferarer a1 ATed ¢
(iv) fEEt 3 ot WA &€ B8 6 | 3uF gwer et o

Tufe U § we fRar) wiiE ¥ @ w1 wew g ¥ w9y

F ¥ 3R I sifiyereq F STIEY FeH fhar §, dfeA wiaadeo
¥ Iq 98 iR a1 © fr a9 fagm Sow 8l s e
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e 3w Sfea @ g W § % @ € ol 3ud 3k T
TEAER ot H feu ¥ 1 9 W Rt o =fem w1 AW TR
FA § ff oEd @ R, e 9 Y I W R R e w

E@Wﬁ:

(V) o€ 3 3 AR gt R %) o dgER e ¥ T8 YR 9
ghierst & fovs e STa & AfHFER 7 |

yfaanat &t ek :

(vi) @ I FHO F GAGER T AR g7 Wl qe Hw e
IhR §ee ¥ W Yo & R ¥ 1 9 WRER § SR sEd
TG WREN IutEE, 1934 F TEEH F GeH Tl R ®
3R T MR & @ o A FRadt % foe @i ¥ 139 YR 9l
fFd THR ¥ A @ Wi Hr Al R/ 2, Sk Tt W
gfard &t T ER ol afaufd == sfifta fear S

Read the following carefully and write judgement after framing
necessary 1ssues : [40]

PLAINTIFF’S PLEADINGS :

()  Plaintiff ‘P> filed a suit for recovery of Rs. 30,000/- with
_interest,. with the pleadings, that on 10-11-2011 at Dufg
(Chhattisgarh), defendant ‘D’ who is a friend of his brother
‘B’, demanded Rs. 30,000/- for some domestic work. Plaintiff
assuring the necessity of defendant to be genuine gave him
Rs. 30,000/- cash with condition that defendant shall repay the
loan on demand with simple interest @ 12% p.a. Defendant also
executed one promissory note Ex.P.1 duly stamped stipulating
the aforesaid agreed term mm& witness ‘W’ (P.W.3)
on the same date. After six months when plaintiff demanded
the loan amount, defendant sought 15 days’ time. Even after

15 days defendant tried to avoid the repayment of loan amount.
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Thereafter plaintiff ‘P’ had sent a registered A'D'-N_O_ti?fffz
through his advocate on 02-06-2012. In spite of receiving the

notice defendant ‘D’ had neither replied nor repaid the loan
amount with interest. Therefore, plaintiff has prayed to pass a
decree in his favour and against the defendant ‘D’ for the loan
amount and interest accrued so far up to the date of suit, i.e.

10-08-2012\and also prayed interest pendente lite and up to

g~/Q’JJL- payment at contractual rate @ 12% p.a. and cost of the suit.

DEFENDANT’S PLEADINGS :

(i) Defendant ‘D’ has denied the pleadings of the plaintiff and
pleaded in his written statement that plaintiff’s brother is not
his friend, he has not taken any loan of Rs. 30,000/, therefore
payment of any interest thereon does not arise. He has not
executed so-called promissory note in favour of plaintiff,
Promissory note is forged docuajgt as he signs in Hindi
whereas on promissory note his signatures are said to be in
English. Further plaintiff is a moneylender and plaintiff has
not complied with the basic requirements of the Chhattisgarh
Moneylender Act, 1934. On this ground alone his suit is liable

_ to be dismissed. Therefore, the suit is to be dismissed and
special compensatory cost of Rs. 5,000/ as per Section 35A
of C.P.C. be imposed on plaintiff for such false suit.

PLAINTIFF’S EVIDENCE :

(iii)  Plaintiff has produced promissory note Ex. P.1, copy of notice
Ex. P.2 along with postal receipt Ex. P.3 and:cknowledgement
Ex. P4. Plaintiff ‘P’ (P.W.1) has deposed himself as P.W.1
and examined two other witnesses his brother ‘B’ (P.W.2) and
witness of promissory note Ex. P, ‘W’ (P.W.3). All of them
have supported the pleadings of plaint, execution of promissory
note and signatures of defendant thereon. In cross-examination

-4-

a@ Teachingninja.in



plaintiff ‘P’ and his witnesses denied the suggestion of defendant
that plaintiff is a moneylender.

DEFENDANT’S EVIDENCE :

(iv) Defendant has produced his Ration Card Ex. D.1 on which
his signatures are shown in Hindi. Defendant has examined
himself as D.W. | and stated as per his pleadings, but in cross-
examination he has admitted that he is a science graduate and
having bank account in State Bank of India, Durg Branch
and therein his specimen signatures are given in English. He

has also failed to furnish name of any other person t0 whom

plaintiff has given any loan on interest.

ARGUMENTS (PLAINTIFF) :

(v)  Plaintiff has proved his case. He is not a moneylender. Thus,

the plaintiff is entitled to relief as claimed against defendant.

ARGUMENTS (DEFENDANT) :

(vi) The plaintiﬁ' ‘has not proved loan transaction and execution of
promissory note by defendant beyond reasonable doubt. Plaintiff
is moneylender and has not complied with the provisions of the
Chhattisgarh Moneylender Act, 1934 and this ground itself is
sufficient to dismiss the plaintiff’s suit. Thus, the plaintiff does

not deserve to get any relief, rather the special compensatory

cost be imposed on plaintiff as prayed.

frefafEd o1 9EuH ¥ 187 ® aw IR e s fole fad @ [40]

wa fig g0 W IRER F AIER I9k [F oRfeg W fomme w9, T
SESAAEO % Y 07-11-2000 H I 411 Sy, snfag & Al ¥ AW
TR ST TN ¥ | IR(AT T IR H Mierl w1 Y9 Hh 23-02-2002
F aTeEe Fd A off | 99 W@ fig @ tfErR % = wew 3
01-03-2002 ﬁ‘mm%mW#WﬁWMW
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ST YAk F R WO gaes e o on 39 7 Al e
o1 fo oRfe 3 TS, et W wd dfen ¥ SRR % HRU AR
FIRA 1 oft, =N RS * " F ey § gaw F g e afupea
fhd 1 STh 3WE W e § ww yurr faqwR 2001 B At F O
%ﬁ,ﬁﬂ%ﬁmmﬁmﬁmmmlmwmmm
o Al T F @ oemr W W gak w1 umehr F
¥ % Su% Titafie wewii = o <ifes omd § efere fEa ST
SIS 1 W F H oreme S gow Y e F w1 A0
%’Rmmmeﬂxaﬁw,mqéwa?ﬁmﬂm%fm

S ST A1 | STHUA T B W I foreg RIS e 1
Fqd T mam)

mewa‘ew%ﬁaﬁa%éﬂwﬁaﬂtm%amﬁm
IS & HR AT FIG F off |

AR 3 TR 9y yarone gae % i, uetl, Fefrcas wd erdym
afwﬁ%mmﬁawmﬁ?ﬁm&a%mﬁm—qﬁwﬁ%ﬁm
R wd gawme e yw@ iR €

Read the following carefully and write judgement after framing the

necessary charges : [40]

According to the complaint filed by Bharat Singh, his son Arvind was
married to Manju, daughter of Laxmi Narayan on 07-11-2000. Indira

1s the sister-in-law of Arvind and Rajesh is his brother-in-law. Arvind
committed suicide on]'23-02-2002!b'y consuming Sulfas tablets. On

01-03-2002, when Bharat Singh and other family members entered

into the room of Arvind to sprinkle Gangajal, they found a suicide

note on the bed of the deceased. It was stated that Arvind committed

suicide due to the behavior of Rajesh, Laxmi Narayan and Indira
— 0 AT Narayal

who made | false allegatlﬁs—Jagamst deceased regarding demand of
— |7 TR jasdinist dece —==— T 0
_ dowry. On September 2001 a Panchayat was held in the village at
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the instance of the accused during which the Rajesh slapped the
deceased. Rajesh and his sister Indira used to threaten the deceased
on telephone at the instance of their father Laxmi Narayan that his
family members will also be implicated in a criminal case. Unable
to withstand the harassment, the deceased took the extreme step of

committing suicide and had his father-in-law, his brother-in-law and

his sister-in-law responsible for his death. After completion of the

investigation, a charge sheet against them has been filed in the court.

The version of the defence is that Arvind committed suicide due to

unemployment and lack of income.

Prosecution examined deceased father, deceased wife, doctor and

investigating officer as oral evidence and in documentary evidence

post-mortem report, viscera report and suicide note to prove his case.

(i) Tr=fafas &S w=iw &1 ush § oqar SN - [10]

Translate the following Hindi passage into English :

IE QA 3H 99 & Uid ¥ak ¥ % et o =t =1 aives
qﬁm@;?mm%ﬁmwﬁ%mmm
Afq 3SRA % Wy foa=mw fFan s =fed, feg fooe o =5
& foau fodt st & fafea sifuer & =9 & =1 o9 w1 o=ar
%, fog afc 5% wfedm smfy & i onde 7 <ifes =6 ¥ oo
TS TR <Al § AW A 98 W oviie Sifee S S Tt
SRS W FA ¥ A it qfwe A F fena H e
HAH W AF T W E WA WE fww  ww@ S, fe, adue
nm@lﬁ,w?ﬁnqﬁqﬁmaﬁuﬁmﬁams%mﬁmﬁaﬁm
ﬁmmmmm%%.%ﬁwm
g o S e 38 S s g T s
ﬁmww%aﬁmmmmwmﬁwm
TN ST H A AR B S ¥ 1 Sew T st
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§ AU 98 S B WS § qer W9 T d 9wl o,
TH(AT qE 1Y AR § Tk T B TR o AT I IYEwN,
WY 3 oft S s o fF 9% Auged @ Y § 9 39
THR WME fovam® & o for omdew ot Qv @ T R,
TR 3T afel omafy & iR i &Y qfEw #ooft

frefefen il T w1 &S § srER wifwT [10]
Translate the following English passage into Hindi :

The question for consideration in the present writ petition under
~ Article 227 of the Constitution of India would be as under :

Whether in a Lok Adalat, the requirement of payment of
15% of the cheque amount by way of cost in appeal, while
compounding the offence punishable under Section 138 of the
Negotiable Instruments Act, as directed by the Supreme Court
in Damodar S. Prabhu vs. Sayed Babalal H., (2010) 5 SCC

663, can ‘be dispensed with on making out a plausible cause
for waiver/reduction of the cost?

The petitioner herein was convicted by leammed Judicial
Magistrate 1st class, Bilaspur vide order dated 28-11-2018
for offence punishable under Section 138 of the Negotiable
Instruments Act (hereinafter “the NI Act”) with rigorous
imprisonment of six months and he was also directed to pay
a compensation to the extent of Rs. 1,70,000/- under Section
357(3) of the Cr.P.C. Questioning the said order, the petitioner
herein preferred an appeal before the Court of Session. Learned
Ist Additional Sessions Judge, Bilaspur, by its order dated
14-12-20138, directed the petitioner to deposit 50% of the awarded
amount of compensation, while suspending his sentence. The

order of the Sessions Judge was further challenged by the
petitioner before this Court.
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