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Important I ~.llructions -
Please read the questions carefully and answer them as d' 

. . b ,r, th 1rected 

You are allowed J 5 minutes llme e1ore e examinati b . · 

d if . I h. on egms d . . 

read the question paper an , 1 you wrs 11 1ghligh1 a di, ' urmg which you should 

paper. However, you are not allowed, under any circu n or ma~ notes on the question 

. . mstances to oip h 

and start writing during thrs flme. ' en I e answer sheet 

The answer to each question shou_ld begin on a fresh page. 

Support each of your answers with reasons, relevant legal . . 
· 

prov1s1om and • . 1 

also relevant case laws. 
· prznczp es and 

Even ifyou do not know the answer, it is advisable to attempt 1·n as h 
' muc as the t t · 

only of the knowledge of law but also of analytical reasoning. es 1s nor 

Before you start writing the answers, please write your Roll Number at the t op. 

**** 

fict:! 

Please attempt an~questions out of six questions in Part-I 

I. A suit is filed for recovery of possession of immovable property/rent/mesne profit. Please 

explain the form and content of decree that a Court can pass, as per Order XX of Code of 

Civil Procedure, 1908 ('CPC')? 

4. 

Under the CPC, is it possible for a court to pronounce judgment on the first hearing? 

Please elaborate your ~r with exaITiples alongwith the relevant provisions of the 

CPC? 

What is the difference between the Fifth Schedule and the Seventh Schedule of the 

Arbitration & Conciliation Act, 1996? Please elaborate with appropriate case law? 

What is the meaning of secondary evid.cnce under the Indian Evidence Act, I 8?2? When 

is a party permitted to lead secondary evidence? Please elaborate with reference to the 

provisions of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 an relevant case-law? I 
l 
I 

I 



WI 1, I I · , . t of a registered trademark and 1111 s t \ll 1. llhircncc hclw1.:cn 1111 11c1ion fc1r lnfrrngcmcn 
I I. · k •cning in view the provisions of 1111 net 1)11 tir p11 sti l11 g oil'? Plcllm.: clubornlc your answer c ,, 

Trndc M111·l, :i 1\ 1.: 1. I !)()CJ 11ml rclcv11111 cusc-luv./? 

l'I , . "' . . 'fh loan was repayable within one 1111 11111 ~ II Vl: 11 l,11111 ol Hs. IO crorc.s to the l)cfcndant. c 
> ~11r. Tiu: I >db1d11n1 ddi111l1 cd .A suit for recovery of the loan of Rs. I O crorcs is filed by 
1lw Pl11i11ti ff 11gninsl the Defendant. During pendcncy of the suit, the Defendant 
1111l<H'l11nntcl y expired. Whul is the rcmcdy,thc Plaintiff has, in such ci rcumstances? Please 
l'l11hcw111ckccping in view Order XXII, CPC and relevant case-Jaw? 

(4x10 marks= 40 marks) 

Part-JI 

Plcnsc nttcmpt any two qucstionsout of three questions in Part-II 

7. Con n non-signatory under an arbitration agreement be impleaded as a party to the 
nrbitrntion proceedings? Please elaborate your answer giving details of the applicable 
statutory provisions with the latest case-la~? 1 

y 

y 

'A' gives a loan to 'B'. The loan is repayable in a spc1,;111ed period. According to ' A', • B' 
has defaulted, 'A' files a suit for recovery of the loan amount. 'B' in his wrinen 
statement claims that the loan was repaid long back. Under the Indian Evidence Act, 
I 872, the burden of proof would fall on which party in the given facts. Please elaborate 
with the relevant provisions of the Indian Evidence Act and case-law?. 

Order VJ Rule J 7, ere permits a party to alter or amend his pleadings. Please elaborate as 
to at what stage a court would exercise such powers of amendmentwith appropriate case 
law? 

(2x20 marks= 40 marks) 
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11. 

' 
PurHU 

Ph.'nSt.' nttNnpt nny four qucstionsont of six quest' _ , -. - . , ions Ill Purt-111 

•A' enters into nn Agrucmont to Sell his immovcnbl _ 
e property with 'B' in 1980. Full 

considcrat ion wns pnid to ·A·. Possess ion of the p. ioperty was nlso delivered by 'A' to 
•B'. 

I 

'A ' died in 1990. 'A' was st11·,,1·ved by 11·1s w·t· ~ 1 e and son. In 2020 the wife and son of 'A' 
decide to se ll the immoveable property in n · ' _ . ~,uest1on.Through un advertisement they invited 
offers from mterested pnrties. 

'B' filed a suit against thewife and son of 'A' for Pe· t l . ci· d fi S ' fi c:. 1 man en . _ 1:ijll.ll: 10n an or pec1 1c 
Performance of tlie A.green lt t" "· 11 T . · - - --- ~ - ier ~ <:; • he wife and son of 'A' raise a preliminary 

objection in res~onse to the suit that thelsuit is barred by lim1tabo1'1> 4-· r 

Please decide the preliminary objection. 

The Plaintiff is a manufacturer of electr9,nic gooas and selling the said goods under the 

aforenoted trademark since 1995. In 1995,the Plaintiff also got its Trademark ( A\pho' ) 

registered for electronic goods. 

The Defendant commenced production of Televisions in 2010, using the Trademark . 
'AlphoBest'. The operations of the Defendant werenominal. Over a period of time, the -- --
operations of the Defendant started increasing. 

In 2020, the Plaintiff filed a suit against the Defendant for infringement of Trademark 

'Alpho' and other consequential reliefs . . , 

The Defendant entered appearance and took the preliminary objection that they have been 

using the Trademark 'AlphoBest' for the !~ ears. It was urged that on account of 

the long usage of the trademark by the Defendant, the present suit filed by the Plaintiff is 

barre~Limitation and deserve·s to be dismissed at the outset. Defendant accordingly 

filed an application under Order VII Rule l l CPC for dismissal of the suit. 

Please decide the present ~pplication. Please elaborate with relevant case-law. 
- --------------

-r ' l 
I 
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12. The Plaintiff was born out of the wedlock between his mother and theDefendant in the 

suit.The mnrriugc of the Plaintifrs mother and Defendant was dissolved. 

The Plnintiff filed a suit forpartition, rendition of accounts and permanent injunction 

ngninst Defendant for the property situated at Greater Kailash Part-I , New Delhi. Jr was 

stated in the plaint that the property in question was bought by the grandfather i.e. falher 

of the Defendant from the sale proceeds of ancestral land. 

)~ 
The Trial Court in 20 IO passed a prelimin~ry de9:ee 0 [ayoC:or the Plainti ff A Local 

Commissioner was appointed to suggest the means of partition of the property by metes 

and bounds. Objections filed by the Defendant to the report of the Local Commissioner 

were dismissed. At that stage the s~r of Defendant filed an application under Order I 

Rule IO CPC, alleging that their late father during his lifetime ~ad executed a Will, 

whereby a portion of the suit property _was bequeathed to the sister of the Defendant/ It 

was the claim of the said applicant that she is c~wner of the suit property and has been 

wrongly not impleaded as party to the present suit. She also prayed that th,: preliminary 

decree be modified) 
r 

The Plaintiff strongly- opposed the said application. It was urged that the application of 

the applicant is in (§§ivance w~ the Defend§J)and cannot be allowed. It was funher 

. urged that a prelimin_ary decree has already been passed and at that stage it is not possible 

to modify the prel~ecree !hat ~s passed long ba_:!S 

Please decide the above application orthe applicant i.e. the sister of the Defendant, 

keeping in view the provisionsof CPC and the settled case law? 

d Ramesh & Co. claimthat they are the owners of the copyright in various devotional 

, ~ It has been urged that they have a large repertoire of copynghted content 

comprising of cinematographic films and sound recordings as well as musical and literary 
~ -

w0Tks. It is the case of Ramesh & Co. that by owning copyright in respect of the said 

songs and works, they have rights under Secti~ he Copyright Act. 1957. 

; . 

\ 

\ 
I 



It is further stated that in accordance with Section 52A f h 
~t e Copyright Act, each 

DVD/VCD/CD etc. produced by Ramesh & Co. contains a notic b. . . 
e nngmg It to the notice 

of the public that thePlaintiff has made the soun_d and video recordin 
- -----__: gs. 

Pawan is carrying on business of providing cable network connections t . 
o vanous 

subscribers in D~f~ Colon½)Jelhi. It is the case of Ramesh & Co that p . 
1 

• awan 1s 

having 5_£,000 connections. Pawan 01:.::ates various video channels. 
. , 

As per Ramesh & Co., Pawan had obt~ined a licence fo r broadcasting works from 

Ramesh & Co. for a period of ~ On expi'ry f th 'd 1 • h 
u~ o e sa1 1cense, e never 

renewed his license and continued to use and com · ll l · · · 
. merc1a y exp mt various works of 

Ramesh & Co. I 

In these facts, Ramesh & Co. filed a suit (or infringement of copyright seeking an order 

of pennanent iniunction to t · p · · · 
~ . . " res ram awan .d1rectly or md1rectly from recording, 

distributing, broadcasting public performance or communicating to the public or in any 

manner exploiting the cinematograph film ~.soun~ recordings owned by Ramesh &Co. An 

order for re ition of accounts is also sought. 

In the suit, Ramesh & Co., sought an interim injunction. The defense raised was that the 

broadcast was a Qillr dealfifE:) Please decide the taid application~ 

y A Builder by the name6-A')nters into a Collaboration Agreement for a property in 

Vasant Vihar. In terms of the Collaboration Agreement, "AA" became entitled to two 

floors namely st and 2nd floor of the property which he effective~y sold. The 1st 
floor was 

sold to "CC". The new owner i.e. "CC" thereafter sought to sell 1st floor of the property 
{. - / . -

to one "BB". 

The sub-Registrar however, re_fused to ;.e ... gister the Sale Deed stating that it is in 

contravention of Section 21 of the Registration Act, 1908. The sub-Registrar stated that 

(the p~ng area in the said pro~for the occupant/alleged purchaser of the 1 
st
Floo~ 

not defined and hence he has exercised his power to decline the Registration of the Sale 

Deed. "CC" seeks to challenge the order of the Sub-Registrar. 

I 
t 



Please explain all the legal steps "CC" can take to challenge the order of the Sub-

R · f · • • · d f the Registration eg1strar, re usmg to register the Sale Deed in question m accor ance o 

Act, 1908. 

15. Ramesh and Prabhu are two siblings born from the same parents. The parents of Ramesh 
· · b h. d h's widow and a and Prabhuexpired . Prabhu also after sometime expired leavmg e m 1 

minor son. Some years after the death of Prabhu, Ramesh filed a suit for partition against 

the widow andminor son of Prabhu for the family property. 

After five years a decree of partition was passed by the Civil Court dividing the property 

in a certain defined manner. After the decree was passed Prabhu's minor son become 

major. He files a suit seeking to set aside the decree of partition passed earlier by the civil 

court, stating that the first suit filed by Ramesh -is in complete violation of Order 

XXXIIRule 3 CPC. It is the stand of the son of Prabhu that he was impleaded as 

aDefendant in the .suit as a minor, but no guardian was appointed by the court for the 

minor Defendant. He urged that undeti Order XXXIIRule 3 CPC where a Defendant is a 

minor, th~ court has to :lf•f\Oi nt a p~rso11 to be the guardian for the minor Defendant in 

such suit. No such appointment was made by the Court and a decree of partition was 

passed. 

Please decide the said suit, elaborating 1he provisions of CPC and the appropriate case­

law to support your stand? 

(4x30 .marks = 120 marks) 

**** 
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