


Karnataka High Court 
Previous Year Paper

(Mains) District Judge 
(Criminal Law) 16 Feb 2020 



HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA 
3DrE3t trap Kat5o.inuot 

MAIN WRITTEN EXAMINATION FOR RECRUITMENT TO THE 
POSTS OF DISTRICT JUDGES 

misotapezicbii0 z-014t0 4en-6.1cLID tmal CaDd -A01 

CRIMINAL LAW 
ereirsug ra.raD 

QUESTION PAPER 
ate tat 

Date:16.02.2020 	 Max. Marks: 150 
CM(A: 16.02.2020 	 riDzes e6ortc(ID: 150 

TIME: 2.30 pm to 5.30 pm 
ttD0t: Dc5Zzar41  2.30 Ood 5.30 VoiS 

INSTRUCTIONS TO THE CANDIDATES:  
ezti,prriVr3 71a7.447103:  

1) The candidates should note Rule 5(b) of the Karnataka Judicial 

Service (Recruitment) (Amendment) Rules, 2016 that reads as under 

Main Examination: 

The Competitive Written Examination for recruitment of District 

Judges shall consist of- 
Written Examination of two papers each of three hours 

duration with 150 maximum marks of each paper-one in 
Civil Law and another in Criminal Law. 
It is compulsory for all candidates to answer at least one 

of the paper in English language and in so far as the 

other paper is concerned, it shall be optional for the 

candidates to answer the same either in English or in 

Kannada in which event the said paper shall be 
answered entirely in the language in which option is 

exercised. 
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If there is any difference in the question in English language and 
Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall 

prevail. 

exat ecce seite5,, eon' 424 	eRce)c: 4.3Dei cattd qattl Wocimuoalc.,, efoa 

ejo3labc2, ).)pfeuctz' gylileat) ETIA.7Dz4V,c52/031d. 

Write your register number only on the cover page in the space 
provided and nowhere else. You must not write your name or make any 
kind of marks disclosing your identity on any part of your answer book or 
additional answer book. Contravention of the above instruction will entail 
disqualification. 
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1. Write an order on the bail petition filed by the aCcused under 

Sec.438 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, on the basis 25 Marks  

of the following facts. 

On the basis a the complaint lodged by one Madappa Harijan, 

the Mandya Town Police registered the FIR in Crime No.100 of 

2017, by alleging that the accused has committed the offences 
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punishable under Section 504, 326 and 506 of the Indian Penal 

Code and Section 3(1) (r) and (s) and Sec.3(2) (V) of the Scheduled 

Casts and the Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989. 

It was alleged in the complaint that on 01.02.2017 at about 

6.00 p.m. when the complainant, who belongs to a scheduled caste, 

was in his house, the accused came there and picked up a quarrel 

with him, dragged him to a public road, abused him in a filthy 

language and assaulted him with a long, causing grievous injuries 

to him, posed a threat to kill him, insulted and intimidated him by 

taking the name of his caste, by knowing very well that the 

complainant belongs to the schedule caste. 

The accused filed a petition before the Additional District and 

Sessions Court, Mandya under Section 438 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure, 1973, praying for an anticipatory bail. 

The learned Special Public Prosecutor filed objections to the 

bail petition and contended that• the petition filed by the 

accused/petitioner seeking anticipatory bail is not maintainable. 

The accused/petitioner has committed a heinous offence against 

the complainant, who belongs to the schedule caste. Sec. 18 of the 

Scheduled Casts and the Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) 

Act, 1989 bars the granting of anticipatory bail to the accused who 

have committed an offence under the said Act. The alleged offences 

are punishable with imprisonment for life. The accused/petitioner 

is required for custodial interrogation. The accused is powerful and 

he may threaten the prosecution witnesses and tamper the 

evidence. On all these grounds, the learned Special Public 

Prosecutor prayed for rejection of the anticipatory bail petition. 
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2. Frame the appropriate charge for trial of an accused on the 
basis of the following charge sheet material: 

One Kiran Kumar has lodged a complainant before the Town 

Police Station, Bagalkot by alleging that on 22.05.2012 at 8.30 a.m. 

in front of plot No.27 of Navanagar, Bagalkot, the accused picked up 

a quarrel with the father (CW5) and the mother (CW6) of the 

complainant and abused them in a filthy language with an intention 

to insult them and dragged CW6 by holding her hair and tried to 

outrage her modesty and assaulted her with a club causing simple 

injury to her and accused knocked down two teeth• of CW5 by 

forcibly hitting on his face with hand and tried to stab CW5 with a 

knife and there by made an attempt to murder him. 

With these allegations, the Police Inspector of Bagalkot Town 

P.S. has filed the charge sheet before the JMFC., Bagalkot and the 

case was committed to the District and Sessions Court, Bagalkot, 

for trial. 

teitoci esevadizezdta arigg estincie the erlaelat Zcbd 74.'rot 9 	-0  rlizemactrareirgot Wow): 

LF 73dt—ar tota-out 	a&id3 esuloaszeei rd 7.11DeeDe-0 cratlatc., Lot) 
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15 Marks 

15 esottist 



eZe.TO., eniGeed 	 YaZTIPAGeEt. 	etc:De-0 mesat 

w)eatcb zavictsetS 	ddr a-ooatzori docuatpfoorlei th)oc3 dize&wirzezita 
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t2e3c2.P.,t).  

3. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 

Judgment to Kannada language: 

- 	tOtod 3eesd 	tqzci 227n4971-e5eD=CA. 

What is sought to be argued by the learned counsel for the fl  

appellant is that the normal tendency would be to save the injured 

but however, Shobha did not make any attempt. Different persons 

react differently under different circumstances. The moment she 

saw her mother-in-law being set ablaze, she came out of the house 

screaming in order to take the help of people. It is her specific case 

that her mother and father-in-law rushed to the house and tried to 

save Yallamma. A suggestion was put to her that her mother-in-law 

was not capable of talking which has been specifically denied. In 

fact, Shobha has also withstood the rigor of cross-examination. Just 

because she is the daughter-in-law of the deceased, her evidence 

cannot be rejected outright. The only caveat is to assess her 

evidence with caution. 

As per the facts in the case of RAVIKUMAR (supra), there was 

no enmity between the couple at any point of time The heated 

exchange took place because of the reluctance of Padma to go to 

Mandya. Being enraged by her refusal to accompany him to see his 

Riling father, he stabbed her and poured kerosene. But in the 

present case, the accused had filed a case against the deceased and 

Other family members and there is a specific admission to this 

15 Marks 
15 t:50tleat 
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effect. They were not on talking terms and the hidden enmity was 

evident. After some time, both the accused went inside the house, 

poured kerosene and ignited her. Thus the facts of the present case 

are clearly distinguishable with the facts forthcoming in the case of 

RAVIKUMAR. 

4. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 
deposition to English language: 

tiitordzta devtat zpripcz  

tict ticirDeaudct qz .)4.  &tract airt 	zatai exfzedth. evin  e:51c3 atti 
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Dce.3 ezidismd tp-Dact Zza-acid 	atzeita tad eccie.,c,). nD-Dot 11.05.2018 
clod) 	D;rJo8 dractot 	cud 	 d3r3 aidaad 

ne.)fa  1,)20 	tidacastd.) 2.131!*2., aoczazthcido. 1 d.)di 	ecineI to 
.ra4 	zr3ci 	c-rj)g Wdeet) cQ5.2C3dczp.,  ieZzc1

dDth 	

4.  qt  riodM eectie 
enads.,, qz 	4a-A-451coEth 2.3c1CAdd.). 	nc./ erlad tdcZpod eda 

-0 	a. .szcat 1 d.) ..).0 	t9claeciat usD,od esaccid). 	t9thTfi,  
draeh qt  riod eac dcas), Zzi-add c,1  aenz3.1 zaVt uodd dy±t73  
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5. Which specific provision of law have to be invoked under the 
following circumstances: 

a) To issue summons to the person to produce the documents 
in his possession to the court for the purpose of trial. 

15 Marks 

15 esotrist 

2 x 5 = 10 
Marks 

7 



To grant bail to the accused on the ground of the 
prosecution not filing the charge sheet within the period of 

90 days or 60 days. 

To compound the offences with the permission of the Court. 

To discharge the accused in a case before the Court of 

Sessions. 

To suspend the sentence and release the-convicthd-accused - 
on bail by the court which convicted the accused. 

tcirdOFT 	DzimA cx.tz 	DiratprieJ)4.  en)53,ez3ed.): 

ez)edizeid z.5Dcfra"cd3  trotlet-Dpa-%airevatt 	m-mcb 

at-o4c3c qtA  

n) 90 t:)Tic t9C;$7D 60 nriei 2.2orld e2palamo33.) 

dae-coziraaim tE3tjat34 	ncitenod eidscaal 23-6Z3e3 

DZ250-3-J00±30d e:91;0..t;ettiCi) UT:it-54*AI cz 
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Doong) ed2CeeJO.I3Dcz zD3x 	.)ee3 nttrld 

2 X 5 = 10 
epotrtett 

Explain the procedure for conducting a trial before a Court of 10 Marks 
Sessions. 

a-D at-ovatd thxz3 e:9Q2.5-DdFa'a.i))  
6 

Explain the principles enunciated by the Hon'ble Supreme Court 
in various decisions for appreciating circumstantial evidence in a 

criminal case. 

Loci)peositzimder/ rzothprt 	 Oea eta bliEtrieiezilth cZth4.  

EJT3n  ,Dzq 7,14pentarscd,T000..1)* 41  &)z--oci.)aretilFlieek.,,  8eItt) 

10 aotrict 

10 Marks 

10 eotrisi3 



8. What are the powers of the Investigating Officer in the matter of 
further investigation under Section 173(8) of The Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1973 and whether the Court can also give directions for 
further investigation and if so, when? 

10 Marks 

uct.)o--4 Qttatz -Alo&t, 1973d too 173(8)d unate.,, daatipt-D0o..ter3 
ta3 c8,te..1) qdp upt-td 	at.)751.%a--o6a.kmoo..i4 82..3 	5O 	eftbie$ 

c5eFd 	edeit.)e D-613 ffacto eacgmddcxi -4oria,intee  

10 sotzlect 

9. Explain the presumptions available under ANY TWO  of the 
following provisions: 

	
2 x 5 = 

Section 29 and 30 of The Protection of Children from Sexual 10 Marks 
Offences Act (POCSO) 2012. 

Section 113A of The Indian Evidence Act, 1872. 

Section 20 of The Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. 

tdtod 	JD37ic 4 alsa4)tzaridD atiriti9 cztIpcia etantrEtTa7ieja) 

2 x 5 = 

ea) dent ecto-471cod tieJ rtodtraD et;Ao..t.) (itszet..9,) 2012d too 29 
	10 siotrteet 

30. 
z.9) epzdt mao  eipcxiDtp, 1872d too 113Q. 

h)vaDd 	tir.)od.)), 1988d too 20. 

10. Write short notes on how a criminal court should assess and 
appreciate the evidence of ANY TWO  of the following witness: 

Expert witness. 

Child witness. 

Hostile witness. 

tcrIn4y1s3  eida atra4gsadcb az:3mb  -,A3Dtrlii fltiatozpt at6ottuat* 
ota OcS 	 t)313 alevirble.3t-prt 	eZoLudd wry\  €43s'E-8 eado9DO: 

tr 

a.9) t)tei 

h) ir..,),Stuze) KroA. 

2 x 5 = 
10 Marks 

2 x 5 = 
10 tiotriO) 
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11. Briefly state the legal principles involved in ANY FOUR  of the 

following decisions: 

Lalitha Kumari Vs. Government of Uttar Pradesh and others 
(2014) 2 SCC 1 

Snit. Selvi Vs. State of Karnataka 

(2010) 7 SCC 263 

Anvar P.V. Vs. P.K.Basheer 

(2014) 10 SCC 473 

Siddharam Satlingappa Mhetre Vs. State of Maharastra 

(2011) 1 SCC 694 

Arnesh Kumar Vs. State of Bihar 

(2014) 8 SCC 273 

Asian Resurfacing of Road Agency Pvt Ltd Vs. Central 
Bureau of Investigation. AIR 2018 SC 2039 

ouadth 70=4  3ectFc.,, Lethiaoati) 

8Ch: 

oD) oO DDO z:t3d9  em 	 rd st Esset ,tt-B  

(2014) 2 .ar,thh 1 

za) pies 73e?, 	t70E-k3 740zEd 

(2010) 7 ea-rthh 263 

h) ugof ea.Z. 	atziazeo6  

(2014) 10 o'rthh 473 

a) huao-D.) 	DC!, nthq, 	 % 

(2011) 1 earthh 694 

q) ez9re-rf. 03.3zof abc1, 2,9md cymts  

(2014) 8 QTfiehh 273 

2V2 .•.1C 4 = 
10 *arks 

2Y2 X 4 = 

10 esiottich 
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Qe.T.)” 	OD ee-rd4Fhorc,- 	aractec 	zdzsc, 730 e_53C76. aidz QT, 
n@x:906' 2018 eaTA"Ch 2039 

12. Write short notes on ANY TWO  of the following: 

Judicial Confession and Extra Judicial Confession 

Test Identification Parade. 

Plea Bargaining. 

tei'M 735 0.in*Cradth cZtidd  thaw' &Sete ex3=3: 
ea) M60aD Zsjeapigi ti'5120  Diat-Jaa.t Q.-firpfie.jr3 
ea) rtpciDa 	dzDala2,  

2.3'35-Dat. 

2 x 5 =10 
Marks 

2 x 5 --40 

tpottkit 
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