“Any fact from which, either by itself or in connection with other facts, the existence,
non-existence, nature or extent of any right, liability, or disability, asserted or denied in aby
suit or proceedings, necessarily follows” is

(A)  Material proposition (B) Fact

(C)  Evidence (D) Fact in Issue

‘em awsdCar BLealgsmslCor  audlluynsSUILGEL  DoF LMGFULURD  @f 2 M,
QuUIrmIiIenL_6] SO GFored 4l @eudmlen 2 6TeTenid, @O TENOEILD LHMID DG @)UiedL],
Qeme] YFweupennud seunrg gaflwuliuGb emsuie amowb Hlapamw, Siiyse] Hlapamn
crartiLmib. @bHspaw saflsCsam, Gn HlapannsErler @amarbGsT Senwemd” @)s)

A)  Sreyssm Hlspeanio (B) #lspeno

(C) esm_fAwb D)  wsdwiwmer gapm)

Believing the existence of a fact amounts to

(A)  Proved

(B)  Disproved

(C)  Proved and disproved

(D)  Neither proved nor disproved

(I FBIGE 2 6 eTann HLOL|eUG)

A) QuulbssiiulLg

B) QumadbssiiulLg)

(C) Quulhbssiul L g Seg Qumutlssiul L g

D) QuulbssuLejiidame Sdog CurilibssiiuLa|sleena

Disproved means

(A)  Not believing the existence of a fact

(B)  Believing the non-existence of a fact

(C)  Not believing the non-existence of a fact
(D)  Believing the existence of a fact
QumUbSsLiLL L g) eTerLig)

A)  Hlapend g6 2 6Tg) erenn BHLOLIMDEI(HLILIG
(B)  fHlspend @eeag) erem BOLjaUg]

(C)  Hapeno Gerevg) eram BHLOLITEI(HLILIG

(D)  Blspeno 2 6Tg) eTer BLOLIGUGI
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4, On proving one fact regarding other facts as proved is
(A)  Conclusive proof (B) May presume
(C)  Shall presume (D) Proved

Wz Hlspawawl Qurmiss sramniduder Cufld @ihEs Hlaspan Qunbssiu@eug

A)  QuuibssiulLg B) QuuCuens CsméreremELD
C)  geafly Qsmérereman D)  <smpdurer Hlmueamd
5. Evidence may not be given on

(A)  Existence of a fact in issue

(B)  Non-existence of every fact in issue

(C)  Relevant fact

(D)  Material proposition of law

Yemeu(md ereummls@ sl dlwibd QEmH&slLLnsTg)
A)  Blapewuler 2 amenio

B)  Bapenwuler @emenio

(C)  Hapewuler Qsm_remenLo

D) sl updu wpasdwbrer shm

6. ‘B’ murdered ‘A’ by beating him. Bystander shouted. The shouting of bystander is a
(A)  Only hear say

(B)  Irrelevant fact

(C)  Not so connected with fact in issue

(D) Relevant fact

‘@) eeatuealm ‘S e gHFH CsTtere CQEuSprT. DmSHBLULTSET  Fadaad(HSlempen.
SpF S (pLiLeuTsaflern smFameang

A) Qg aul gmHuwibd

B) Qsr_miéer Hlspano

(C) Qsrmiéer e s Hlapaoude

(D)  Qsrryenw Hlaspenio
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The question is whether ‘A’ robbed ‘B’ the fact that, shortly before the robbery, ‘B’ went to a
fair with money in his possession, and that he showed it or mentioned the fact that he had it,
to their person, are relevant. This is relating to

(A)  Occasion (B) Cause

(C)  Effect (D) Preparation

‘@f et ‘@) eTeLIUEN TS CETaTaneTiqSSTIT eramg) Caerell. QameTenaTig LILSDHE@GE FHMI (LPETLY,
FD UFSHQICTET LIS 6T FHens 6l LITeTNISHE, ‘<, QFaTm T eTeie)iDd HlHEDPEnLOWLD PPEITDTLOETEHEhHE,
SMBE STIGETMT. DG SMD MG meusSH(HHS elleursamss GO LTT, eremenld Bla&peanou b
QaTLryHneneum@GL. @eeu eTeail 6t G T ML Wig) eTetle

A)  Hapbs smanTd B)  eunder smyewrd

(C)  eewaray D)  wenGeampum®

The irrelevant fact for the existence of a custom is any transaction by which

(A)  The custom is claims

(B)  The custom is modified

(C)  The custom is created

(D)  The custom is designed

QULPESHLD 2 _GRTEHLOWITES @mLiug &S Qar_pubmr HlEDenLDWITEg) Yetmau(m
BL_Gu1q Sena Ul 6TLIlq UIMGLD

Q)  apssd Camriul L g

B)  ecupssd wIHN LSS L )

(C)  aussd umLssIULL g

D)  auyssb 2 nCsThHEslLL L g

Under sec 18 of the Law of Evidence the person who cannot make admissions are
(A)  Party to the proceedings
(B)  Agents authorized by such party

(C) Party suing in representative character making admission while holding such
character

(D) Admission made by a party’s witness

@pHw srflwg gL b fley 18-e6r Ul wirgmed erpLenygser Clawiu (piquimg

Q)  pLeugsmauded 2 crer Hrlidenymed

B)  srulergme oifsTroallSSLLLL (paH6eu

(C) YNfSgeu Hlenauied 2 Mano aupsHHid Curg) felsgieu Hlenauied erpeny QFicug
D)  sruGerier srldwggsmed Qewwinl L grhyey
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10. Substantive law of confession is contained in
(A)  Sec 24 of the Law of Evidence
(B)  Sec 164 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973
(C)  Sec 39 of the Law of Evidence
(D) Sec 161 of the Cr.P.C, 1973
Blenapenné 5L eUiLse)eny eulprigliul (herer LM eurearg
@A) @pdw erfAw s b 9fey 24
B @oHpalwe ellsmrament s L b 19fe) 164
C) @pdlwerfw s Lib 9fey 39
D)  EHoelwe elgryeament # L b 19fey 161

11. Omni suspicious mores
(A)  Alone and free from remotest taint of suspicion
(B)  One cannot be punished on suspicious
(C) Reasonable suspicion is sufficient
(D)  Suspicion is prevalent everywhere
gafl seviladluiecy wres
&) epp oL spCaaBpA B Qs
B)  sBCH5556 p(HeUHE G HETL_EMET ULPEISHED Fnl TG
C)  sEDHS 2eme] FHCssL LG GLTgD
(D)  s6Css0warLg) ereuall_sHaid LiFeslueTeng

12. ‘A’ and ‘B’ are jointly tried for the murder of ‘C’, it is proved that ‘A’ said ‘B’ and ‘I" murdered
‘C’. Court can

(A)  Consider the offence proved against the co-accused

(B)  Court may consider the effect of Confession

(C)  Court shall consider the offence not proved against co-accused

(D) It is an inadmissible evidence

‘@ ereniaufler Qameanadsts ‘< erarLialmd Cambdlananming ellerraen CeliwliLhEeammert. ‘<’ afb

Brepd ‘@) evwid Gamena GFuGETD - eranm ‘<’ CamemansTs QuWLIGESILHEDS). ‘<), 6)d@ UTSLOTS

@ps euysa@myuieanmd ghubdSam olemerey eratar eerLing BHLAMD FuaSHDEG THSS

QameTEnLd 6llsLd

A)  eHowreag CerpdHener @Gnneuraisa@ erdlpmi Quuilassiul L Qger s@msHe CamerenLd

B)  guusmrer elamerame BSlanbd HMHSHL Garareravmd

C) ©oowrearg CsrpdHeer GoppeuraflsE edrmi  QuulndssiuLelomoCwer  HmHSHe
Q& meT(EnLd

D) @eae ghyamLwgrans Tl SwbrELd
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13.

14.

15.

Which section deals with the proof as to verification of digital signature?

(A)
B)
(©
D)

S.73A
S.73B
S.73C
S.73D

TemETT &G (psmsd sflumisse @GNss sreranm samid Wfey erg)?

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

Yfey 73A
9fley 73B
Gifley 73C
Qifley 73D

Dying declaration by gesture is admissible. This has beta held in

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

Queen Emperor vs. Abdulla
Pakala Narayanswamy vs. King Emperor
Pandurang vs. State of Hyderabad

Periyaswamy moopan in re case

anganaudlen epevd ClFmeLELILI(HILD DFET eUTHELPELD FHLIENL WG 6TeT eTeuMMled UpmEISLILIL (eTerg)

(A)
(B)
(©)
D)

@udlaim eTOLIFTT 6T T SjLIgIe0am

L&6 Brywienraeumdl erélim Slm eriiGupm
LmeT (Ml eTlT aUCL L ool 3FITUTS
Quiflwgeumd epier G f cupsE

Entries in the books of account regularly kept in the course of business

(A)
(B)
(©
D)

Is Sufficient to charge any person with liability
Is Not alone sufficient to charge any person liability
Can be considered as conclusive evidence

It is irrelevant under sec 34

DIYIGUIDS BLLIL| (PedDudled @(PBISTE maeubgl eUTLILIL L SaTé@LI LSSamisatan LiFe|sar

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

sLUUT L& &ggleusn @l Gurgorer &rldwib
sLUUM L& &osgleusn @l Cungiomer s swidleane
SimSwirer FrlSwons &msLiL(HLD

9Afley 34-6 &1 Ly QFTLmAvena
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16.  Under Sec 40 of Law of Evidence the existence of any judgment by law that prevents any
court from taking cognizance of a suit or holding a trial is a relevant fact. This is based on
the principle of

(A)  Estoppel (B) Interpleader Suit

(C) Resjudicata (D) Lis pendens

@udwu smifw b Giley 40-ar Ly o flevw eupsms tgmraansd a(H55s5 CsmareuansCGuim
ODF SASSMSWL (M lFmraaan BLggleuamsGur sl it $H&@GD STiider, L eerufler
Qg Sruurmeanuier 2 a@ren @@ CsTLiydy Qurma@TaLLn@GD. Gl obhg Husms
SigLineLwimd Q& TerL g

A rensen B) QeLsriy e few alpss

C)  wew iy senL D) B auwpss

17. Regarding handwriting as the relevant fact the difference between sec 45 and 47 is that
Sec 45 deals with the

(A)  Opinion of familiar person

(B)  Opinion of Experts

(C)  Opinion based on observation

(D)  Opinion as to electronic signature

QarryenLw Blaspawwrarg asCupssts @mubear 9fey 45 womb Wfle; 47m@E o eTer
Ceumium_reng eranentleuafley LMy 45 6 eupmisiiuL g mLLIg

A)  Yyuewrer pufler &mss

B)  audapisafler smsgl

(C) &b Crré@Sme DiigiLanwml QETaRTL HHSS

(D)  Wemenrgm uHPW HHSHI

18.  As to the relevance of the handwriting sec 47 of the Evidence Act deals with
(A)  The opinion of Experts
(B)  The opinion of acquainted person
(C)  Opinion as to electronic signature
(D)  Opinion of familiar person
asCWw(psg LPHw smsdHer Qs @hsg Wfle] 47 sameis
A)  cuaipisaten &mss)
B)  Efiss <dps puiler smss)
(C)  Wereram eaGuTtiLb uHPw S[HSS
D)  YGpuewrer pufler &mSs)
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19.

20.

21.

When the court has to form opinion as to the relationship of one person to another?

(A)  Opinion of member of family having special knowledge is relevant

(B)  Opinion by an expert is relevant

(C)  Opinion based DNA test is relevant

(D)  None of the above

fHoapw,  goaunsg  wpdpteaflgpdar  epajpep  UDH @B EOSHEG
aurGouariqudl(ma@nhGumg)

A) EOLUSHmEE GDSE HApLiLTeT ss6ue @euSELiLIUMe &(HSgIGSEET QML WETSMELD
B)  cueaupisaiien sHSg QST LISTGLD

(C)  DNA Gsreflen <iiqliLienLwimem &g QSmmenL wgm@GLh

D) CopEdublL aemeuujloame

Under sec 54 of the Law of Evidence, previous conviction is relevant

(A)  As evidence of bad character

(B)  As evidence guilt

(C)  As evidence of noted person

(D)  As evidence of offence subsequently committed

WphHw ser_emeans Sy earm 9fle 546 Gemeumbd @pHlepasatcr GsTLTLHDSTED
A)  Swu @ansdnsrear #rlSwbbearabd euamsuiad

B) EDPLLYEE st Hwbbearab euansuie

©€) ML puTsr’ Swbbearayd euansuiea

D)  @saineg Qenwliul L sr’ fwGwerab euamaulle

The court cannot take judicial notice of
(A)  Articles of war for the Indian Army
(B)  Articles of war for the Indian Navy
(C)  Parliamentary Proceedings

(D)  Public Document with the custody of the Government
B8weaid, Blpon saiamssnE ahSs Gsmdrer s sma

A)  @pdu sariumL @EEGW®D eigsd

B) @b sLpueL purEY®D ldsar

(C) <Srflwe Hliamrwsam BLLiL|LpenD

D)  <rfler urgismiied 2 6rem QLIME 46U ERTRIGET
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22. The fact which need not be proved
(A)  Fact of which court will take judicial notice
(B)  Admitted facts
(C)  Both (A) and (B)
(D)  Neither (A) nor (B)
Quin9ss Caameuufeem HlapanLoser
@A)  Bdwemmd Hpenuld seuasdHna@ er(hdgis Qsmerer Couemriqwi Fhiss)
B)  ghmsQsrereriiul L flspeno
© (A wogd (B)
D) (A ayb Qévene (B) ayib @evened

23. Facts which cannot be proved by oral Evidence are
(A)  Content of document
(B)  Gestures
(C) Signs
(D)  Execution part of a document
aumGlomfl mSlwibd ppeons QuiliasEs (piquins Blaspawser eraneu6lueflea
Q)  usdlrgefler 2 dreTL&sLb
B)  @wsureb

©) osms

D) s @liub Asrhssiul L usSrsslen Li@d

24. A person i1s shown to have been in possession of a number of placards. All printed at one
time from one original. The correct one is
(A) These placards are original
(B)  There placards are primary evidence of the content of the original
(C)  They are not primary evidence of the contents of the original
(D) They are not the primary evidence of the contents of the rest
eleTbLrs SLlgEET LeuDenDd @HeUT S eUFD eusSlmhssnas srlLiu@Odng. mel @Cr
epas sl @mbgl @Cr Crrsdler &FqsEILLLG). 6Tg) FTlLTaTan6
A)  edlembupd SL1q SETTEIS) PHOLDTGLD
(B)  ellemburs sl 1qEeT epegSlen o aTer_s55 MG seneblene FTSlwim@Ld
(C)  eflembupsd s 1q56T ppeasdlan 2 dqTaTL 555G samablane Frldursng
(D)  &flembups sLigseT HM gEgmeamdlan 2 ararL 550G seanablane Frlswrsng
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25.

26.

Copies made from or compared with the original are

(A)
(B)
(©)

D)

Primary evidence of the original
Secondary evidence
Direct evidence

Indirect evidence

@@)5@6&@(@@ SWUMTESILLL SO0 SIS 6T SSILILMTESSLILIL L BEHOSET

(A)
(B)
©)

D)

EPOSI 6T HEVEMLD FTETN)
SlanenTiblenay Fmemm)
Crir gremm)

OGO (PG FTEm)

Under Sec 66 of the Law of Evidence notice is not required in order to render Secondary

evidence admissible in the following situations

(A)
(B)
(©

D)

The document is in the possession of the adverse party
The document is in the possession of adverse attorney
The document is in the possession of adverse party’s pleader

Adverse party has admitted the loss of the document

sTHlwg s b 9fey 66er L Yemaud oTHE athle giamamblane FTLSLSMS TNHSSEHSTSH

QalieusnE@ meldlliy Deudlb smg)

(A)
(B)
(©)

D)

erdligrlient eussdlaarer LGS Tid
TSI (LpSHEUT eUFSSapieTer LiSE LD
TSI ULPSEGMDEHT cuFSSQIeTer LSS TD

LSS grenebg Curearsns erdlisrlidant el Qameiq (Ha@0 GCurg)

11
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217.

28.

29.

The circumstances where the execution of any document is need not be proved by calling
attesting witness are

(A)  The document is registered according to Indian Registration Act, 1908

(B) Iftwo attesting witnesses are alive

(C)  Content of the document is not expressed in the presence of the attesting witness
(D)  Content of the document is entered by fraud

eriCGUITg) (h pelarid 6r(pdls QarhsslulLamg CuwiaiusnE, srartnmiubihin e srldamw

S(HNLILIG e WG &HME)
(A) 1908-ib 24,687 (H) @nHuliugeys FlLgSlem QUG (LPEN D (GTh& S TS LI WY
Qewtul g meSHern em USSHTLD

B)  smanQpriuslL @rear@h sl dls6ar 2 uilCrmh @) HSGELIL S8
(C)  udeymssafler 2 arer_&Gsb srarGpriLdl L Tl faer (peraflenauier QeuefliiLBEsTHmLILS)
D)  udleymssatien 2 arer_&aHn Corgiquilen Cufed mienpWLILIL g HHSTe

While proving the execution of a document if no attesting witness is found the proof requires
(A)  Proof of signature of the executant

(B)  Proof of handwriting of the executant

(C)  Proof of the content of the document

(D)  Proof of the non-availability of the attesting witness

uSSHTD erpdls CLarhsslulLag C(wwldss grarCpmiudll L Tl ereuaruyb ser(Hig &
wpiyweilldeawirerme, Gouiliqss Csamelwmeamana

A)  BerrCeupmueuien enaGuimiin bl(mLiewTLD

B)  HeyCeunmiueifen ens6lwi(pdg Hl(HLemTLD

(C)  usdrmsafler 2 6rarL_d&g Hl(mHLEmTD

D)  sranQpriudilL T8 fap_Gsmoe @ mLiLiglen HlpLemTid

The method by which handwriting cannot be proved

(A) By the opinion of the expert

(B) By the person who is familiar with the handwriting of the person

(C) By comparison of signature

(D)  Proof of person alleged to have signed the document

erpa DUl en&6w(pssg QWINANGSILIL (plguwimg?

A)  cuaupisaten smsdlerme

B) bz pufler sCWPSSTETF 6Tou(H&HE LML aaLLmeansts @) (H&EEW0m SjeuFme

(C) @sCusms @s5sILILMTSE

D) smpuu@®b pui ugdlrsde easQuriu L rGrear sapliul L puay Qulibggseome
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30.

31.

32.

The specialty of certified copies under the Indian Evidence Act is
(A) They can be treated as primary evidence

(B)  Their execution cannot be rebutted

(C)  Their genuineness may be presumed

(D)  Their genuineness shall be presumed

@ndw srllw gl L_gdler Lig 2 mSlE smemdllL Baesatar SlmliLmeng
A) oo gome Hlaads sranrs L (BSS (Lplgubd

B)  ©g awsiulLas seum erar Cwil&s (pigwng)

(C)  BHLETMID ST 2 EHTENLD SETEDLOEN I LTI ESTLD

D)  sizar 2 amano seatenweani BHermid gewfll Gameararemid

Under sec 65A of the Evidence Act computer output is deemed as a

(A)  Document

(B)  Direct evidence

(C) Information

(D)  Printed material

@pdw e’ fw sLib Gfley 65A-6 Lilg senflGurdl GeuefliLim® ereueurm smsLILESH DG ereried
A) yearons

B)  Crllen gr’ Huwiors

C) ssauers

D) oS iulL wasdulingduns

Those which form public documents are

1. Record of sovereign authority

2. Record of official bodies and tribunals

3. Registered documents

(A)  1iscorrect (B) 2 1s correct
(C) 1 and 2 are correct (D) All are correct

Qurg LGS TBIGeTTEG)
1. @erpwireamend HF&TT SenoliL LgelsLpsaar
2. s AHsrd QuDD @WESET O STiumukiger Ldedlspaer

3. udlejl QubHm < eueRTHISET
@A) 1sAwumeng B) 2sflurerg
C) 1 wpmbd 2 sflwumeng D)  marsgb sflwurerg)
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33. Certified copies of public documents under Sec 76 has to fulfill the following conditions
1. Dated
2. Subscribed in the name of the officer
3. Official title of the officer is to be given
4. Shall be sealed

(A) 1 and 2 are correct

(B) 1,2 and 3 are correct

(C) 1,2 and 4 are correct

(D)  All are correct

fley 76-eam Lig CQungl ugdlrmsatien o mifl srempeflGsinl L paoseT Yemalmd HlUbgameangamer
L T&8 Qg Geue (L.

1. Csd @LiuL CauarpHb

2 Sigatailer uwifléy SjgsemasCuirtius i Ceuar(Hib
3. SQleue Lged eupmisLiLLl g HEse Couem(Hd

4 @aosflepartwmenenmi LweaTUHES CoueT(hibd

@A) 1 wpmbd 2 sflwureng

B) 1, 2 wpmib 3 sflwimeng

C) 1, 2wpmbd 4 sflureng

D)  omarsgib silwmeng,

34. Other than the documents mentioned U/S 24 are called
(A)  public
(B) private
(C) foreign
(D)  both public and private

ifley 24 & Gameeliil Laneusaners S69 LDHM 6 EmTEISENET 6TEUEIMN] <{ENLPHSETLD?
Q)  Qurg <yeuemtid

B)  seflwurt <yeiamrbd

(C)  Geuelipri(h <eueamrd

D)  Qurg wLHMLD SWTT y,eiamTD
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35.

36.

37.

Proceedings of the legislatures can be proved by

Journal of legislations

By published Act

Published Abstracts

Copies printed by order of the court

1 is correct B) 1, 21s correct
2, 3 and 4 are correct (D) All are correct

gL D6 BL6ulgSengsaner GuwlibiLg,)

1.
2.
3.
4.
(A)
(©)

gL migafler HemmrL pLellq&Hens GILILGeT

Qeueflui_ Ll L & L miseT

F(H&SSE GOILILSET

BElemy sl Lanemwimed FSL L L Baeder
1 Qb & B) 1 wombd 2 s
2, 3 womib 4 il D)  emanggb &

Presume means

(A)
B)
(©
D)

Regard a fact is proved until disproved
Regard a fact is disproved until proved
Regard a fact as not proved until disproved

Regard a fact as not proved

QuuwClwer GaTeTemem@LD eTemmLig)

(A)
(B)

©)
D)

Blapero Cumiibssiu®eug euany GQUlbssIUL L TS SHSTD
Blapeno Quldssiuhielg euemy QUIUUNGS UL L STEE &HSETLD
Blapeno Cowldsslinrebldemabue QuTildsslinhelg) euer &HSemD
Blapeno CowilidsslinL ebdamabuiers smgemb

Shall presume

(A)
(B)
(©)
D)

Is a legal presumption
Is a natural presumption
Presumption of a fact

Discretionary presumption

glanfl QEmaTerem@LD eTemLig)

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

UL glanflLy
Buiws gey
Blapenoudler glemflL
el fenwo glewfly

15
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38.

39.

40.

41.

When a document is a confession statement of an accused and signed by any judge the court?
(A)  Shall presume its correctness
(B) May presumed its correct

(C)  Court can take it as conclusive proof

(D)  None of the above

QM pouamorearg osHudear @liLseTwurs @@bg BHudurd evsQuirti@bu@inbCurg
<D6UYUTHMNS

Q) QuuGwer QETETERSE® DGO

B)  giawfly QsmemEnse <i,@WD

(C)  BHwermid Sisenen miFluimen HEHLIGHTLD 6rem &[HSTLD

(D) Copaadu ergie|dldame

Regarding every electronic record purporting to be official gazette the court shall presume its

(A)  Correctness (B) Genuineness

(C) Clarity (D) Accuracy

<2ral udlelsrsls Holuhdem Weraran udeymeie Bdlweamid gianfly Qardrer Couerg wig
@A)  sflureng eren (B) Quuwrerg) erer

(C)  Qsefleurerg) erer (D)  g@lwwreang eran

Maps shall be presumed by the court as accurate when they are made by

(A)  Central Government (B) State Government

(C)  Both Central and State Government (D) All Union Territories

Qereumuieugmed gwrilssiiulLgrsl qoliu@dlern LelluL fiser goalwwrarme erer Béloeammd
glanfl] GQEmaT(EnLd

A) wsHu s (B) wmhleo oipa

(C) wsHw ps wHmID Wl s D)  arsg welwer GrCsamiser

The one which the court may presume is
(A)  Map published by a Person

(B) Map published by the state Government

(C)  Map published by the central Government

(D)  Map published both by the Central and State Government
Wetreu(mLicuameupdled BHleammid CuwiCuiers Csmerealg

A) e pumQeuefludl L yelliuL kiger

B) rbled @ira Geuafludli L yedliuL miser

(C)  wsHw e Qeuafluil L yellliuL fiser

(D)  wrhle wHmb wsSHw e Qeuafluil L LelliuL BigeT
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42.

43.

44.

45.

The one which the court may presume as genuine

(A)  Signature in a document of 30 yrs old

(B) Signature in a public document

(C)  Signature of a judge in a confession statement

(D)  Signature in a document of 30 yrs old and signature in a public document
B&wemmid QuuiCuer Qareareug)

A) wuug yarhste LsHTsHL @) MHSELD erslwmiub

B) Qung euarsdler @mS@ELD engblwmiinim

C)  eguysoried Qmeeh BHuduler ensGuimiuib

D)  wuug yarhsre usHrb wHHID CLTE eSS @ HEE&D amasblumiLLb

The one which the court shall presume 1s

(A)  Genuineness of book printed under the authority of Government

(B) Handwriting of a person in a document of thirty years old

(C) Common course of natural events

(D) Human conduct

Bdwernib gianfls CQarereram@d crers Csmeroag)

A)  sirflear wflarrsdd EHLLULLSTE HoliuGdean LSsssd e Gl Semeno
B)  wuug ya@ThETe® @)HSELD euaTsHe @mHa@&HD BLifler enabuimiub

©C)  Qupes Hlapesafler Curgeimer GLimsa

D)  wais B sms

The authentication of a document by a notary public

(A)  Considered as conclusive prove (B) May be presumed by the court
(C)  Shall not be presumed by the court (D) Shall be presumed by the court
grammmid @Farfl 2 md elindlllin’ L o earsams BHeromearg

Q) smdwurer HlmueTorss Csmereremb B)  <@wraissemd

C) <@wrailssorsng (D) Quwlwer saywraiss Couamr(Hibd

‘A’ intentionally and falsely leads ‘B’ to believe that certain land belongs to ‘A’ and thereby
induces ‘B’ to buy and pay for it. The land afterwards become the property of ‘A’. ‘A’ seeks to
set aside the sale. ‘A’ cannot do it due to

(A) Estoppel (B) Promissory estoppel

(C)  Quasi-estoppel (D) Admission

‘@ ererueu @MU flood Sw&EEE Qembaorerg eremm CUMIWLTS, ‘@) eTamLGUET 2 L &(HdHE L6
BOLLTN CFlg, SETPOD DS GUTHRIGLMNID, USHETE CgTans CQFaisSgibmmid ‘@) s
grarHE . ‘@’ ogamer eurmidlw Gery ‘<’ ellh@ FCgrsHer o Mevw aumdlng ‘©f, ‘@), eyLemrer
s llpuearenw §Hg CFiu eNmbLEnmT. @& (piquirg blereilad

A)  pramsemLwmE@D B)  omHwefliy prargen_wim@b

(C)  Cumeve] (pravrgenLwm@GLDd D)  gpyemFLUTEGD
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46.

47.

48.

“A Bill of Exchange was accepted for good consideration”

(A)  This may be presumed by the court

(B)  This shall be presumed by the court

(C)  This shall not be presumed by the court

(D)  This need not be proved

“e(m IHMFFH FAlwTar LNLWLISSTS 5516 QaTareriiul L g~ eTer
@A)  Quulwer sawreafllés Couam(Hd

B) @mwrafdseond

(C)  Bdwermid yeyorafllssonsng

D)  Quunisss Coameuuierena

“A Judicial and official acts have been regularly performed”

(A)  This may be presumed by the court

(B)  This shall be presumed by the court

(C)  This shall not be presumed by the court

(D)  This need not be proved

BEpenm HmID a6 (pernF CFiiangsdr pennlitly GaiwliLi i (HESHermer eremm)
A)  Bdwermid eyreflssamb

B) omwraiss Couem@Hin

(C)  Bdwermid eyorafllssonsng

D)  Quunisss Coameuuierena

A man refuses to answer a Question: which he is not compelled to answer by law, the answer
if given would be unfavorable to him

(A)  This need not be proved

(B)  This shall be presumed by the court

(C)  This shall not be presumed by the court

(D)  This may be presumed by the court

slLgdlenulg Ll Gemoras smd sl LTwlLRSSIUL (Wiqurs CaarellbwmammisEl udld Camee
el bm&HDTT, @Q&GpHlmouid e udld ellgsrd eurg LD SuMmES FTSSHLTS
Q(mHEEHTG! eTen

@A) Quuisss Cgmeuuldena

B) omwraiss Couem@Himn

(C)  Bwermid eMO&ESOTSTS

(D)  BHwermid eyoreflssemb
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49.

50.

51.

“Common course of business has been followed in a particular case”

(A)  This may be presumed by the court

(B)  This shall be presumed by the court

(C)  This shall not be presumed by the court

(D)  This need not be proved

GOUAL L Crreasafled FTHTTaRTOTET HHIeUE BLLILpann Cletiuliul g (HeSleTmer eremm)
A)  BHwernbd sawreaflssord

B)  omwralss Couem(Hib

(C)  BHwernbd Sanwmissrsng

(D) Quulisss Cosameuuierena

When the term of a contract, or of a grant, or of any other disposition of property, have been
reduced to the form of a document, no evidence shall be given in proof of the terms of such
contract or grant or other disposition of property except the document itself. This is based on
the principle

(A)  The best evidence (B) Estoppel

(C)  Promissory Estoppel (D) Admission

@UUBSD, QareaL ooz Cergg sbubswome Caulmhs erpumiger eldaser e LSST eulgeuSde
SenwssiuL. Ceuariqujerer Curgl Chre|s6T marsSHQIb, S5SMmEL @UUBSD, Carenl iiag)
Qemgg sbwBFLIE gHUTH Sdog wHD elegwsdler eamyipamaamer GLWNYSDE, DABS
LS rsmsCw selly Coum 6Thg FTLSWSmSD SjelGSe dal Mgl QSM&T 2iiq I ins C&TeT(@EnHLD

Carlur_rerg
A)  Sfops s S B) e
©)  epfuaiiiy wprarsemL D) gy

When a public officer is required by law to be appointed in writing and when it is shown that
any particular person has acted as such other, the written order which he is appointed?

(A) May be proved (B) Need not proved

(C)  Shall be proved (D) May be presumed

@ QuTg S@ieuer gL gdlery e(psgl epers Bluwerne, Genwliue Ceaueamrquilmee GCurg,
SSSMS L ADIeITTES GO L el GFwupnuLl g meSlemmmt eremm sm L LuGLCUTgID, el
Blweres QaEiwliul L eT(LPSS) GUiq-6 ,enERTEn L

Ad) Quuinissemd (B) Quubss Caaneuuierena

(©)  GQuuibss Ceueam(Hib D)  <e@wraissamd
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52.

53.

When the terms of any contract, grant or other disposition of property or any matter
required by law to be reduced to the form of a document, have been proved, no evidence of
any oral agreement or statement shall be admitted as between the parties to any suit
instrument The exception to this is invalidation of document by

1. Fraud

2. Intimidation

3. Ilegality

4, Adequacy of consideration

(A)  11iscorrect (B) 1 and 2 are correct
(C) 1,2 and 3 are correct (D) All are correct

@M @liubsb, Cereal oog 6Frsg FbUbsSLTaT WLOHMH FHUT G UMTLPNECETT g
slLgSleanilg e Usdralgeusdad ewassiuL. Colamrgu eleagwCor QWNAGSLL g (HESern
Curgl, eumuGmy 2 L amig&Ems OO 27 TmsWd updlu sTldub aTge|b, ASSMSWL
uSSH TS5 @ Mlw srlGenrser S|DOG SlaUgare o fenoL rglibldlseten_Guw
S@IHGSLULOLUOSD  RETH. @QsDE ddelossTang bS Yeuamsad  LdereuHLmm)
QFOWSSEESTHETHF A&HF CFIeg)

1.  CGuwrag

2. WOIr_(Hged

3. slL Crmss semanto

4. CungjLome wmiLiuwien

@A) 1sAwumeng B) 1 wombd 2 sflwrerg
©) 1, 2wpmb 3 sflureang D)  marsgb sflwrerg)

A deed contain blanks Evidence cannot be given of facts which would show how they were
meant to be filled, This is due to

(A)  Intention not known

(B)  Patent ambiguity

(C)  Latent ambiguity

(D) Latent certainty

@ aiamssle CQeupdlmsar @m&sHlearmar ereueumn feubem HFlus SMHSULLLE eTerLms
sT_(Hb Qummemewgamerts LHHF FTlfubd CarhssiuLnsng). @& oFGeretle

A) 2l feL aamanid GgMuing

B)  GeueflinenLwimen gusHnEnlwsg

C) o lferwrer qusdHnEilug

D)  Qesefliiuenwrer QgeaflefneE g
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54.

55.

‘A’ sells to ‘B’, by deed “my estate at Rampur containing 100 bighas” ‘A’ has an (94) estate at
Rampur not be given of the fact that the estate meant to be sold was on situated at different
place and different size. This is due to the principle that the words of a written statement
instruments must be construed according to their

(A) Latent Ambiguity

(B)  Ambiguities

(C) Patent ambiguities

(D) Natural mean

“100 YGsrésear Qsmenr, prbyfaierer crang GCasmiLsms’ eenn @GOUGLD, pEUERTD (PELOTSE
‘@) as@ ‘9 apumer GQEidprr. 100 Gsréser Garam. CamiLb gmbyfe ‘@ (94)es5s
Qm&Sng. lpuemer GQeuws smslulL CsmlLrerg CoauGprm @Lsdld emwpg CouCpmm
Sjerellanans CameamLgiomen @erm eremmibd Hlapan LUHHE st Hwbd QaETOSSUILHSD &S
eteu(mLd Camlum_iqemmed @eleurm smoHe Gamer@Enea Couemm(HLbd.

@A) o ldeorwrer qusdHnEflweame

B gusdiefume

(C)  GeueflinenL_wmer LusHnETwemal

D) Qupens gnibs TSSO

‘A’ sells to ‘B’, by deed “my house in Calcutta” A had no house in Calcutta, but it appears
that he has a house at Howrah of which ‘B’ had been in possession since the execution of the
deed. These facts may be proved to show that the deed related to the ‘house at Howrah. This
1s due to the Principle given in

(A) False demonstration no necet

(B)  Falsus in uno falsus in all

(C)  Generalibus non-derogant specialibus

(D)  Audi altrem partem

“sosssreilgidrer erarg eilel’ erenm GOUALL euamrd epowrs ‘<) s ‘< elhumer
Qewdlpri. ‘9 ys@ sosssmeille 6i( ageb Gome eamed ‘S 6sE Canaryreld e e
QOpsg Teapd, Aps paamrd dHs AsTOSECUTE g ‘el A@CUTEEHD QEHHSS
e Qefweumdng. Sips peuard Ganaryreld o drer 6i( FDLHSILIL L TETLUMSE STLL
@ns Hlapewaer GulidssiuLemb. @enel Lerelmueundlener «iiq Lien L wmii Q& rer () 6rerg).

A) auarsHe gerann seup ellaTEEler HMRTSIID SeUDTETS)

B)  gadlo saup s@masHid sap

(C)  Qumrggml b Apliy sl LS5 uf QsmHEHE0

(D)  eflamyenamrudent (piqClel(HSSe Fal Mg
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56. Under Sec 101 of the Indian Evidence Act the burden of proof lies on a person

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

Who substantially asserts the issue
Who substantially has knowledge of the issue
Who denies the issue

Who substantially denies the issue

fley 101-6m Lilg QUILLAEGELD FEOOWITETE WTenT STTHE| (HEELD?

A)  Apssmareamw saflgwrear ere| 2 niFlLhdgLefLLb
B)  Gpssamanuie samflgwmear erey Cgafley 2 arereuflb
(C)  Yrssaerenw wmlineflb
(D)  Gpssmarenw sanflgwrer ere) woititieufli b
57. ‘A’ prosecutes ‘B’ for theft. ‘B’ wishes the cowl to believe that, at the time in question, he was

elsewhere. ‘B’ must prove it. this is due to reason that

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

The example is about a particular fact
It is about to a general fact
This is about to a fact in issue

This 1s about to an issue of fact

‘of Hmuwsts ‘@ aws@ CstmAnrt. ‘< @hlssiul L srosdd, srear Caubpmm @)L sl
Qmpsrt ereuens Bweamd BLUCaTHOWwear ‘<’ eAmbySprT. Seur g Qulsse
Couar(hid. grllemafley

(A)
(B)
©)
D)

Qs @EHLALL Blapawaw Ghlsss
Qg Qung Hlspawamw GHlSs3)
Qg Sieys Hspowamu EHssg)
Blapeno Gnss Yrssamen

58. ‘A’ wishes to prove a dying declaration by ‘B’. Hence

(A)
(B)
(©
D)

The burden of proving the death of B lies with A
The burden of proving the death proof B lies with the prosecution
No need to prove

Burden lies with special commission appointed by the court

‘@) QaT(HSs wraTeuTsE, epsamns Golitilss ‘o efmbLdnm. erarGeu

(A)
(B)
(©)
D)

129/DM/18

‘@ eller wramsemns Couili9&Es Couamiqu &ML ‘S’ e FThS)ETerg)

‘@) efler yemTdens Cowili&Es GCouaigw & ‘<, eller GO eupseanL FTibg)eTerg
Quundss Caameuuilebena

Quiii9ss Geuarrigw sepwwrers BEHwamssTad SenwsslCubHn AL LendHE,(panel
&TThGETeTg)
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59.

60.

61.

‘A’ is charged with travelling on a railway without a ticket. The burden of proving that he
had a ticket is on him. this is due to

(A)  Fact is especially within the knowledge of a person

(B)  This is about a particular fact

(C)  This is about a fact in issue

(D)  This is about an issue of fact

vwenrd Flgdemod @@ UL urmsl uwentd Qeaissts ‘e @ooh FrlLiu@EnmT. STbd e
LUWerasl_enL MeUSS (HBSTT eTarLiens QWILIGEE@EHD S Selamrd Frihss). o dlemeafla

@A)  seufler SiMleyda@ wrsrGu ApliLings Cgh b ma@n

B) @z ENUAGlL Hlspamwau GNsSsg

©) Qg Sias® Hspmvamu Ghlsss)

D) Qg Hapew @blss Yrssmamus Gblssg)

‘A’ accused of murder, alleges that, by reason of unsoundness of mind, he did not know the
nature of the act The court, under sec 105 of the Evidence Act, 1872

(A)  Shall presume the absence of such circumstances.

(B) May presume the absence of such circumstances

(C)  Shall presume the presence of such circumstances

(D) May presume the presence of such circumstances

Qamene QFlssTs @GOHOL &LSSULLL ‘Y el USH seurSardoons Srremssrd,
FQslimsulen garamwawd s HbdHHsseldme ererm GemodprT. BHweaporers @b
gm_élw 1872 s 1b Wfley 105-67 Lig.

A)  @shster GpHlao @oamabwernm BHlweamid gianflL CamereramgLd

B)  <sHsrer GHlane Qoamabuery BHlweamid QuuiGueans Qsmereram @D

(C)  <shsren Gblene 2 arartsemm HHwenbd genlly Qsreraram@n

D)  <shsren @bl 2 drertsemm BHlwermmid Guwiblweans Qsrararam@n

Section 107 and 108 of the Law of Evidence deals with

(A)  Presumption of survivorship and death

(B)  Presumption as to death

(C)  Presumption as to survivorship

(D)  None of the above

@ndw smlw g 1b 1976y 107 whmid 108-6 samlii’(HeTerg)
@A) aedliBrug GHlss gamiy

B) yewTd GNSS GlewtlL

(C)  TepHulmiug LOHMILD WrewTd &M FHiewtlLy

D) CopEdidlL age|sldeme
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62.

63.

64.

Under the Law of Evidence possession is so essential to shift the burden of proof as to

(A)  Ownership (B) Simple Mortgage

(C)  Attachment (D) Laability

@idwu  erifu sl sdHemuy 2 eLambwrag Yateupeugl GMSs QuWlbs@En  sewanw
DIHHILEHLOES (PSS WLDETST(EGLD

(A) 2L 2 M (B) ereflw =j_wmeid

©) @eanriiy D) sLewn

The good faith of a sale by a client to an attorney is in question in a suit brought by the
client. The burden of proving the good faith of the transaction is on the attorney. This is due
to

(A)  Active confidence (B) Undue influence

(C)  Coercion (D) Possibility of cheating

SlLmial  @meupsEEs sLASSTIT  emeurmed CelwlulL  elbuemer  BeleeTenTdg) L 6
QeuwliulLgr eerugl, sl fssmrpre Qarar® eurlul L @f o Mew cupsdle Grssars@lugrs
Qm&SDg. SbS bBLealgsns bobearansgl el CelwlulLgr eaaums GuUngGEEhn &mw
Sl Liallepw FTibsg). eFblearaile @)g

A) ey pol9smssENwug (B) ssmblere cupLmisse

©C)  slLmuiu®sgsasEE 2 Ul L g (D) guwrhpeusHsTear FTSHWLD 2 dTerg

A person was born dining the continuance of a valid marriage between his mother and any
man, or within two hundred and eighty days after its dissolution, the mother remaining
unmarried and it can be shown that the parties to the marriage has no access to each other
at any time when he could have been begotten. The court

(A)  May presume the legitimacy of the child

(B)  Shall presume the legitimacy of the child

(C)  Opt for further proof

(D) It shall be the conclusive proof hence can’t opt for further proof

@Heul Hb ST e waflsmadla_Cu Cabassss wamarpsamauie CsTThg @) mbselmn GCurg,
Sbeg B  Wward  WPpOESSHGL  Gery  @@EMCDETUS  BILSERSGETETTSD, ST
Flmwanrepblaiig Camererms Hlenauldad, DHSTT eTera)d CUTHETaLWTEE, eThes HTaddCaaib
LDERTLDESHET e(HEUHESEETHeUT 2 mey CsmeT@EpD aumiliL @mbsHoena eremm ST L (Plghsmeerbl,
Bl emporang

A)  wepliug GBS e srer erar GlWICWer GsmeraTamELD

B)  wepliLig 19pHS e HTem eran GlantlL| Clsmerereom@LwD

(C) sm@sorar BpuaTsans er(hEHE CQsmeTerembd

D) SimiFwmen HlpuemTons @)HULSTED Fn(hgevmen Hl(pLemd CHaneuLmg)
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65.

66.

While examining a witness the court is to consider

(A)
(B)
©
D)

Whether the witness understands the question
Whether he is able to speak
Whether he is a lunatic

None of the above

Bdermiomeng) e erldeaw algriggbGung

(A)
(B)
©
D)

Sjeunme Caeraflenw YflwipgHlermsm erer &mhs Geuemr(Hid
Sjaunmed Cug (wWigSmsm erer &g GoueT(hHbd
Sjeum LSS seurdland o erereurm erar &(hg Ceuamr(hib

Cun @OUALL erencuuilerane

It is shown that wife has committed suicide within a period of seven years from the date of

her marriage and the relatives of her husband had subjected her to cruelty

(A)
(B)
(®)
D)

The court may presume that the woman had been abetted by her husband’s relatives
The court shall presume that the woman had been abetted by her husband’s relatives
It is the conclusive proof that she committed suicide due to abetment by the relatives

The court can conclude that abetment by relatives is not proved

Quarr g@mss Hmwearorarddlmbgl gl YamhaEps@GeraTs snarame Calg Csmeam_mCaor

Sbeg  Jeu@EpmLw  sameuaiear 2 pelleniser  Seuamer  CaT(hHepE@GeTeTTESlTT  eTemm)

sar(HLilgssrinlLrGeom

(A)

(B)

©
D)

Quemrenflen sHOETODEE sameuaier o meilamsedr oL Hng erar Bdlweambd GuiCwer

QameTemeom@Ld

Quairenflen  gHGETMOEG samouaiar o peilamsdr o Lpag eoar Bwemd ganfly

s meTeTam@Ld
Quarentlen HOETMEES Hamelaien 2 nellaTaer 2L bang eremigl miduimen (LTI ELD

gdwermorang sareuaiar 2 pelamsafiar o Lbag HlELaTbrsctlome s THSgIs

Q& meT(erpLd
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67.

68.

69.

When the question is whether a person has committed the dowry death of a woman and it is
shown that soon before her death such woman had been subjected by such person to cruelty
and harassment demanding dowry?

(A)  The court shall presume that such person caused dowry death

(B)  The court may presume that such person caused dowry death

(C) It in the conclusive proof for dowry death

(D)  The court can conclude that dowry death is not proved

PMHEUT IS FMmamEsTs: @ Cuaranier brarsamns elaerellssmt eremm Csarall erpbCumg

SleUERLW LIaTSHHE ey Sibsl Cuearamilb eurgl samer aansibd Cal{H), ASHHTS DieueT

QBTHST6|&EE DA CaTHennsE 2 aTarmés I Iq (FhSTeT erenm &evr(hL9liq HeEluL L me

A)  <ps Quaienfilern sammeul eursLl sameant granel FHUHSS U HEHDTT erem BHend Signiomeflsas
Geuar(hid

B) @by Quamenfler seweut cupsl gment sTeven  gHUBSHABSSDTT erer  BHemmid
Si@irailssmbd

(C)  Quemanfler 50O HTENEE, HerTEUGHT 2 L_HENS GTCTLIGI MISIWITET Bl(hLIGRTLOMED

D)  BHwermreng semmeuaiern 2 L bang HlHLa@TLIGEENDM 6Tend 6T (H SIS0 STET(EHLD

Section 116 and 117 of the Indian Evidence Act deals with
(A)  Estoppel by conduct

(B)  Estoppel by contract

(C)  Quasi-estoppel

(D) Waiver

@bHuw erSw gL 19%e] 116 wpmid 117-6 sgapliul (Hererng).
Q)  Qewellammé grHLBID (pramSemnL

B)  e@uubBssaTe HUMID (PraTHMmL

C)  wramseL GCurde]

D) ofMew NHLILY

A person is unable to speak. He may give his evidence by writing. This is

(A)  Primary Evidence

(B)  Secondary Evidence

(C)  Oral Evidence

(D) Material Evidence

@@ purTe Cug 1piquieiaamabuieilc el erpgleudlen epeld Frldlwib Cameemd. @)s)
Q)  soeblame grarm

B)  swauhlaney Fmemm)

(C)  aumi@wml smemm)

D)  wsdwwner smemy
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70.

71.

A, during marriage, communicated his wife about his smuggling activities.

(A)  Wife can be compelled to disclose

(B)  If she consents can be communicated

(C)  If husband consents can be communicated

(D)  Only when husband and wife consent can be communicated

mLas e QLTS SETaIT H61 S5 bLalgdmst) upd waaafudLib Qsfedsstd
A)  wearell iBs AFlideow QeuefliLBSSOTM SLLTWILIHSSEOMD

(B)  waeenell @angnsred Ceuefllinhssamd

(C)  savreuet @ansbgred GeuaflliLiBseabd

(D)  saweuer wHmiD wevared @ananbsme L (HGL CeuafliLBEFmd

No one shall be permitted to give any evidence derived from unpublished official records
relating to any affairs of state except with the permission of the officer and the head of the
department concerned, who shall give or withhold such permission as he thinks fit. This is

based on the principle

(A)  Salus populi est suprema case

(B)  Fiat justitia

(C)  Jus ex injuria non oritur

(D) Lex suprema

oremmss srilumser gbwhslul L delefulliuLre gieue uelspsaiadmbg GUDLiLCL
sTl Wb eTangud, FbubslLLL  gepulear Fomeabuigieiefer eS|l 6T D TLD6D,
QarhuushE eTeu@ld AMLSHGSILHSD B&HTFH; DBS AeuedT smd  CQurmSS6wer
BlevariugmCahu, iS5 Siaindlau CaTH&Esmd dag Csmq&aTe(HHsMTD. Qe Tans

SlgLineLwm Q& rerL g

A)  wésefler paranCu Coarer s Lib

B) B8 Hoas

(C)  seum gamlal@mhs 2 Manw er(poudaorana

D) sl Cwererg
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72. A, a client, says B an attorney “I wish to obtain possession of property by the use of a forged
deed on which I request you to sue” This communication can be disclosed by the attorney.
Since it is
(A)  Not in defence of his client
(B) In furtherance of a criminal purpose

(C) It does not involve any confidential issue

(D) It does not affect the affairs of the state
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C) @& gCasaib Qraflu elleusmrsans 2 drer_sgHallwama

D) Qg oire deustrdamg 2 L LI(HSSSTE 2 dTarg)

73. No witness who is not a party to a suit shall be compelled to produce his title deeds to any
property or any document in virtue of which he holds any property on pledgee or mortgagee
or any document the production of which might tent to criminate him, unless he has agreed
in writing to production of such deeds or some person through whom he claims. This is

(A)  The privilege of the witness
(B)  The liberty of the witness
(C)  The power of the witness

(D)  The negative duty of the witness
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4.

75.

76.

717.

Witness is not excused from answer on ground that the answer will

(A)  Criminate him

(B)  Expose him contractual Liability

(C)  Create confusion

(D)  Expose him tortious liability
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(D)  Srdwued sLiumignHa@ 2 LHSSID

A conviction proceeds upon the uncorroborated testimony of on accomplice.

(A)  The conviction is illegal

(B)  The conviction not illegal

(C)  Considering irrelevant consideration

(D)  Not considering relevant consideration
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The number of witness required to prove forgery is

A) Two (B) Three

(C) One (D) No particular number
Cuoragew 2 mid Caiiw assaman sl dwunisea CHamea

Q)  @rarQ B)  epemm

C) e (D)  @INUALL erarr ergLilevena

A Judge shall admit the evidence

(A)  If he thinks that if fads are proved it would be relevant

(B)  If strongly believes that it would be relevant

(C)  If he is satisfied that it would be relevant

(D)  If there is reasonable likelihood that it would be relevant
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78.

79.

80.

The difference between section 53 and 140 is that

(A)  Section 53 deals with the character of the accused section 140 deals with the character
of the witness

(B)  Section 53 deals with the character of the witness and 140 deals with the character of
the accused

(C)  Section 53 deals with criminal and civil proceedings section 140 only deals with
criminal proceedings

(D)  Section 53 deals with examination and section 140 deals with relevancy

Wifley 53 wpmid 14060 2_arer Coumim(p
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(D)  Gfley 53 & eflgmigge wHmib Wfley 1406 Cgmiydmento LHHu|D saplii (HeTerg)

After the Dying declaration is given

(A)  Evidence may be given only to corroborate

(B) Evidence may be give only to contradict

(C)  Evidence may be given to contradict and corroborate
(D)  None of the above
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‘A’ date of birth is in question. It has not been registered with the birth and death registar.
But the deceased surgeon regularly kept in the course business, stating that, on a given
days, he attended A’s mother and delivered her of a son This is relevant fact under

(A)  Sec 32 of the Indian Evidence Act (B) Sec 159 of the Indian Evidence Act

(C)  Sec 160 of the Indian Evidence Act (D) Sec 161 of the Indian Evidence Act
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