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General Instructions to Candidates :

1)

i)

Caerall smafled Campidsill Herer clleurhiger wHMID FhsdHadr, igmeug BHoearnsder
Quuir, @L b, faIp&E cramser, yeuammsaier alurmsear, sylldeartsefler GQuWT WwHMID
sridlger opflueme  spumerCu. @@mubaind, Csieufsear emeuseaear  sfGluer
T (h 58156 s me (H elarTss e @ ellanwallss Couem@Hib.

The faets andwparticulars provided in the Question Paper i.e. the court’s name, place,
case numbers, documents details, names of parties and witnesses are fictional. Yet
candidates have to conclusively assume them to be true for the purpose of answering
the questions.

Caireuger sOIPIGCHT dag ghdaosHCar el aflss CoiamrBb. e s,
< iidFsSaib wrlwrd elawellss gnmg).

Candidates may write the answers either in English or in Tamil but not in both.



1i1)

iv)

V1)

vii)

Nermsgrermeng sl WOHMID ymide egaimsallen o derar. gCsaibd bCssbd @ mLider,
il allgGal (plgelrerg.

The Question Paper is provided in Tamil and English versions. In all matters and in
cases of doubt, English version is final.

Caieurrger smsmear BHuHurs uralss Casereflule OQar@ssiul L, “efUiTmsamer
seuansdns Caramph Cosmeiwnar e cHlamssamer cuamarhg OarThssldl L smigssaert e
SlgliuenL e Sy er(pse,.

The candidates have to assume themselves as Presiding Officers and teyconsider the
particulars furnished in questions and frame necessary issues and write judgements
on given facts.

CaireuigeT cupddler sameliy, eupda@, ererr, Budufer GLwIT, U@ eTem, <6ueamTmhigefler
Ul lqwd, Srudernis@rssns orm@h  eupssdlepiaaten [QLWLITSET, ,euemhs6t e
Uliqued womid grerm Cumearpeupern  er(Wpss FCsmattlieena. DjeueuTn er(pSHlaTTeLd
aupsSler smeliLsE WwSHUCua@TsdT cupmsUlL DI’ LTg. eupsder Frsdlaer WLHMID
sri lunsamer LMESG@D lsb, FhsdsE@pdE Curphsbd slLsms uNdsEhd alsb
demssEns@ Csieafasd (g PEelssier sryarmiseier, gL ulGaGu
EH LG LETSET aULPRISLILI(HILD.

Candidates need not write the cause title of case, case number, name of the judge, case
number, names of the counsel appearingsfor the parties, list of documents, evidence
etc, which would be indicative in mature. No marks will be awarded for writing the
cause title etc. Marks willdbe awarded based on the appreciation of facts and evidence,
application of law on the facts, reasoning given by the candidates for arriving at
whatever conclusionsthey have reached.

@nsl Wilella’ prer@ GCaarelsedr o drerar. oeubeumm Caetellub 25 wHUCUGTSmET
s merLg,.

There are 4 questions in this section and each question carries 25 marks.

Marrssense el wealsEbCung wer S (e eupdder elleurliuligume 6flss
Couamnig LiFlVewe. Seuprar jbeg @ppedd  QuPTs  UFLLL QUM  GULPEIGSHED
CaiTeumaiens @ LITSHOTE Deno|LD.

The candidates need not provide cause title with citation while answering questions.
Providing wrong or incomplete cause title or quoting a wrong citation will be
detrimental to the candidates.
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e eregor 1:

wrHm pepwureaksed L LiGfle] 138 2 Ler @&.64.qp.5., Gfley 2006 Sprear sefwmi
Q.

GSODEREFT L LILL L aIf 03/12/2006 e YsmismyiLmbgl . 7 @l ssamsW@) e
ISBIGERSEGET HBUGS smHeusts urs@nd eflsg sLer curmdearmt. sLer $HHuds
Qarhuuems 2md Qe Qurml@, sLer eurkmdu premerm, eh. 7 BeOLsssSsmen
03/02/2007  eramp  Ger  CaAulliulL srCsmene  eupmISLILLLL gl STCFTE®
salwssreilener wHHW Fml(Hpey eumdulled vewr e@GssTs FoTbEsHILEL Cung,
s1Csmene  ‘UamsCsrhly  Bmsdmeussiul L g’  eTerd  SmUULLL LGN LSTISTT,
12/02/2007 &M GOOERFTLLLUULLQUIHSE FLL UG LTSNy iainderT.
GDoEreTLriul e Qlefltieous Qupmstarear®, Ldeeaissaieama.

yarr 2 flu sreosdh@er srésd Qeuwiiul Hererg. 28 GWssion BHssieamn boHeuMer
Camilded erhsgSCETeTaTILL LGl LSTISTIT f.87.1 s eflemfldsiiuc Lt Hmuuiul
s1Camene®, ssa1d GMlliLmeaent, Hlellliber BHODHN BRIEHFD QUILMNS DLl &l
4 YeuaThigEhD (PDCL B.FT.9p.1 (PSD . FMy auamruied @GNk GQewutiul L ar.

GSDOEHETLLLILL L euT &MU 8G snemiqd Hlerm, snEsTeand LsTTsmymeaE, eupmhisLliLLalldeame
erameyld, LETIsTyT e Geusflumer erermid, (b6 6hg eUUBSD &Tihs 2 meb
@dme crara|b srlfubetgglereri. Sr@FTa®, L Ly QFQSSS5S555 SL 6T THEMETLLD
Sriughars eupmsliULcldame. aws@lllummarmar srGsmare Csrarabgiei L g,
smeugmpuiled Lsmm efldsliulLg. . 7 @Qeolgd sLar (ESTHSGDL DAaTe &S,
Lamismyme@ Hld eusdulicheame. ap 7 @olsb sier dasrhuughsmear Bl usmrsamss
sTaT468 GOHDEHFTL L UL L aITTed eU(HLOMaTE FTenn &b SrésHe CetwliuLelldame.
sreueglemmuiled SefiEslIlLL. ysTiler Bsd wHMID Larsbasrhlmu Finsdameiss ojers)
U &@E UL SIGSD 6T.FT.,.1 HMID 6T.&T..2 & GOHUEH Gl Ler.

GSDDEFTL_ (HE&@eT cuenarBgl, STUIL| eT(pss.

Prwate complaint under section 138 NI Act read with Section 200 CrPC:

The aeeused borrowed Rs. 7 lakhs from the complainant on 03/12/2006 with promise to
repay it within two months. To ensure repayment, a post dated cheque for Rs. 7 lakhs
dated 03/02/2007 was given on the date of borrowing. When the cheque was presented
for collection before the Central Co-op Bank Kaliakkavallai Branch, the cheque
returned as ‘payment stopped’. On 12/02/2007 the complainant issued notice to the

accused as required under the statute. The accused received the notice but did not

reply.
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The complaint filed in time. It was taken on file by the judicial Magistrate,
Kuzhithurai. The complainant examined as PW-1. 4 documents, the returned cheque,
intimation memo, copy of the notice and the postal acknowledgment card marked as
Ex P-1 to Ex P-4 respectively. The accused mounted the witness box and deposed that
the cheque was not issued to the complainant. The complainant is a stranger and he

have no privity of contract with him.

The cheque was not issued for discharge of any legally enforceable debt. The subject
cheque was lost and police complaint lodged. Thereafter the bank‘was instructed to
stop payment if the cheque is presented for collection. Théwcomplainant have no
financial source to lend Rs. 7 lakhs. No income proof filed'by théycomplainant to show
the source to lend Rs. 7 lakhs.

The copy of the police complaint and the letter addressed.t6 his bank to stop payment
were marked as Ex D-1 and Ex D-2.

Frame charges and write judgment.

e ereter 2:

24.02.2014 SeTm HTEHE &WOTT 9.30 &S, RGTUSMD cU@GUL Uigd@ld 14 elwgl
SpBlurer urdssiiucl e udrells@s Gaoad eudluild, aubdssILL®H, Dieuerg)
WpasHedr AL eialiul’ gl ieioler sréSlueuamy SHmweanrd Ceug@aerer FbLSESETSSTEH
SeUeT QB 2OBSHD QUHSHSmLTE eTaTn ST LT FmMOIUETETTT. (GWTT (.&1.2)
ereTLIGU(HLD, @IrrEmbl 4&L1.8m.3) ereueHL soeoull puearpCGurg sredlwell Fbue
QL 550 mBg gl L. grédlweur, urHasiul L eifler WMLT & SOIPTF6T 6rer
SML_WIETD et ILC L. Urdl&siul e, Sjeuany Swend Celig@smerer nSSHTeD,
USleimiEi@ld  erarentld  Gamamigphsnit.  sradweflar  smwmt,  UTSHESLULLeueny
SMHEGUSHSG) STé&dweiany gravmqgw oLe6r  @Gboeurellunss — smL Ul (heTerr.
UTSSLUIL L aIf 2 L a@nguims 108  bLjeered euariquied CeuibOsmar b — oiys
(hSGlalbmars@s Oareamp OFoelulLTT, AR BES DT SEpETaLT WHESIHI6
so@rflée @uunulirer.  Beregmlly  sreud  Hloow 2 60 sreld S uieumer,
Quubsrar b  <ys  Ww@BSgelbaaruiadmhg sSsud  HoLdsn  CupmeLer,
hSFleunmans@Gs Cgerm  urdssiul L SAmdludler  UTSGPOSMS  T(PSFICLPELDTS
O.ET.. 1 & aT(hSg, @.5.5., Wfeyser 341, 294(=y), 506(1) wLHHID 3076 SPTET
GSDORISERSSTE GDOERFTL LUl L aifler 58 @Hn erer 60/201460 (p.&.H. (<.FT.<4.9)
ey Qauig, Sgamer Qguiblsrear b SHsgimn pheur FHweamsdHnE a9 ameussir.
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Betra Ly smeudd Hlevaws smeud puieurert Cs pratenn Ljoarmiiemes GuohGsmem(h 6.1
&g QFUSTT. DeumHeL Ll @ULSEH ams@Grpodsder gliuamiuied smedl of ylig
wagfer 1 evsliLpoliLlLgl. Heoamlie] (pigbsserGuifle, @.5.5., AMeygser 341, 294(=y,),
506(1)eh S ST &G555585 GDDBIGE@HSSTE GDDEHSFTLLLILL L U([HESG eTdlyms 26.07.2014
Sem @f @mnd Sdsms sTEse Oelwiul’Lgl. urdésiiul Lol CesTORETURSET
SDLBSTT TS D(HSHIGUTTOD GUPEISLILIL L sTwUE grarhs) Csfellssng.

urdlasiiur L Smull o.er.l s emfssiiul (), GHDERFTL LU L eUTTe Sussueient
S@LWITETD Sl lqarmer. S iqarmed (pasdled ghul L Shyamsamer B USHudL b, ojear
srlgermar wHmb BHuS Seuisarmed g T Awwrss  (GNSSIS WOSTETETEILIL L ).
9|.&M.2 ONID .871.3 @l Hlspeiler sridlser. ojeunsdr <f&r.l e dmu ss)
s Slwuweflgglererant. or&SsTUY sTWE Frandsamyp wearaflallpEse|Dd, of.F7.15@E
Sfleans 2aflss wmESFHIeuaT lgmissebd seubeill L g|.

GHDEST_(HSeT cuamarhgl, ST er(PgIs.

On 24.02.2014 at about 9.30 am., a 14 year old girl studying in IX standard was
waylaid and threw acid on the face of the victum on her way to school. The assailant
has exclaimed that she should not be in this \World when she has not assented for
marrying him. The assailant then fled from the scené when one Kumar (P.W.2) and
one Veerasami (P.W.3) tried to intervene, The assailant was identified as the cousin
Tamilarasan of the victim. The motivé was %0 take revenge since the victim refused to
marry him. The mother of the assailant.shown as co-accused for inducing the assailant
to attack the victim. The victim was rushed to the Jayamkondam Government
Hospital in an 108 Ambulance from where she was referred to Thanjavur Medical
College Hospital. The Sub Inspector of Police, Meensurutti Police Station, on receipt of
information from Jayamkondam Government Hospital, visited the hospital and took
the statement of the wictim girl reduced it into writing as Ex.P.1, registered an
FIR (Ex.P9) in Crime \No.60/2014 against the accused for the offences under
Sections 341, 294(b), 506(i) and 307 IPC and sent the same to Judicial Magistrate
Court, Jayamkendam.

The Inspeétor of Police, Meensurutti police station, took up the investigation on the
same day. A:l was arrested. Based on his confession, the empty acid bottle was
recoyered under mahazar. On completion of the investigation filed a final report on
26407.2014 against the accused for the offences punishable under Sections 341, 294(b),
506(). IPC."The wound certificate given by the doctor reveal that the victim had
sustained grievous injuries.

The victim girl examined as PW-1 identified the assailant the accused the acid burn
marks on the face of PW-1 shown to the judge and taken note by the judge in the
deposition. PW-2 and PW-3 both witnesses to the occurrence had supported the case of
the PW-1. The prosecution fail to produce the wound certificate and examine the
doctor who treated PW-1.

Frame charges and write judgment.
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e eregr 3:

.l Wpsd 6.3 cuarullernareuiser sCsTITEET. SeuTHeT Semaral(Hh FlLellGrrgwns
e  DETERSAID  FHULLENT.  elisdr  @ohgiCuraTeurTar  (PSSITTOIBISLD
aamueupLer FULeNGrTaoTs Wwad SjeTEnsd Csmiurs  GrFflamear  CFligeubseri.
@&l eperud e STERTLOTS, (PSS @ nbgGCureareufler LI @t W iy meur
@ugrahlib/9).am.1, 6.1 (Ps&® 6.3 auayulloraralisarmd sLsslLLlLTT. &, srmins
@nbgsCurerairred @GHol LasTt gearm Csrhissiul (b, g bHamewladaerg. @ ser
SIS, 6.1 (PSS 6.3 cuapullerareurser @nhseur g LmE eueTiggid OlsmeTL e,
SIS GTETT, DEUTEHET BITTUIERTEN/6r.7 2 L6 FHSSIL LI (H 6.4 (Pged o6 atenyullemer
el AWTSH&ECsTarmr. Goouy sHss0Lsms  BHlanpGeubmibClummr (.,
03.10.2003 Qem &Tewe 7.00 wewlwerelley  @nhHCU@men .81l 2 L6
QeueTeneramidl/2.gm.17 5@ QFTHSIOTET lq.6eTam-63-4806 eTenm WHe| erewr Clamenri q.rméLfled
cupgl Csramgmpasrr.  adflser  Smeuretser, Geul(hs EsSSHeT  wOmId  BIL(H
Qeug@arhasar gHlweupan  @meausgstsrarh  @obgsCuratemssts  odlelpser
crarueufler QseararbCamiied &régs0aTaTy (HHS@NT. (PSSHITTOMIRSGD UbSIHID, el B
BTL(H Qeug@amh 658, Seumenw 2 L (ppaudaidiaimsbgrasuled srédl, o6 mhsE
rewd  elleearellSanT. STWLLBHS . FTd] WIET.6DL0 (HSFHeULMETEHE ©l& e (H
QeeUULLTT. &.8T.4 Yar Hrmnsselr FdLSMSEGEETaEODTT. SOD FhiE (NgFmrenam
QsT_m@GeushH@ WearGL @nhsel) eremicur 03.10.2003 Ijerm &Hraned 8.00 Lewtwereslc
et eflggmr. Copug yart, sreid epiieareryred udley Cewwiulir g, @eur Gaelg
Qum@pLaer gL b, 1908ar Gfleyser 3 wHMID 5 erarLCsTH @).5.5., Gfejser 147, 148,
341, 324, 307 LHHID 3026 SPTET GHOBGERSSTE (P.5.3H.8 LHey QT 1p.5.<oi.
womb yarr BHssieon pReur BHwensdHb@E Sieuiutiul k), 03.10.2003 Sern GHLseD
3.30 wanfls@ QupmEOsTETeTLILIL L g).

03.10.2003 jemm A& 900 waflésE W.5.2.8 JubmssTarcurrar &reld
Suieurert, Fbual @F§ms sTeve 9.30  warflsE umiameuldl ()  Leermiiemels
Qar_mdlermi. e of.emdl LHMID .FT.126T (pemallanauiled LTTenel DEFT (.&T.y,.1)
wHmib LrHM, ueFULD (9.8m.,.35) sunt Ceugrr. 9Crs elemyenen BLSSHw e,
@npgCuramefler g, CouarhCaTeT Hi4SSSHLET (N.FT..23) FLOG FaDTUIe|EETE
@I LG Fbuel Q@QUSHO(BHE @rssssmn Ugbhs LOHMID LigUTs DETamID,
@sanan, @rerh Cmmg Cemuyser, qrrélfler erepedlafler GuoadLnsdlalmhg LiEhe
glem(hser, Gellg@amenl eDLILSHEG LWeTUBHSSILL L gawtluler 4 aTHs6r, 1qrméL e
v SCRrSeLfler 2 oLpbs FaTOser (2.87.0url Wpad <f.e1.0urs) cumyullorareama
@&LILIMHMm) L& &l 6ot (31.8M.2,.2) & @&UIUHDUILL L. @b QumT(BL&eT
Ligeuld 91 (.8M.,.19)er &1 BSlwensHib@ el L ar.

sTwbeL s Tl dlumear o.gml., @aldemm erdflmwub e wrard sriiquGsr(),
sjalfseaier OeaefliumLwrar  @ops OCsuemeoud Cgflelgstr. @sluDHEISHE,
sowerflbg @uUsRIr Salss @m gear srifurer o.smd Yoy sl Swuns
wrdledN L.

GHDEST_(HSET cuamaThgl, ST eT(PgIs.
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A-1 to A-3 are brothers. They all involved in illegal sand mining. They had a dispute
with one Muthuramalingam / the deceased regarding mining of the sand illegally. In
consequence to this dispute, earlier one Ibrahim / P.W.1, who was an employee of the
deceased, was abducted by A1l to A3. In this regard a criminal complaint was given by
the deceased and pending. Owing to this, Al to A3 had developed a grudge against the
deceased and consequently, had entered into a conspiracy with Narayanany/ A7, "“who
had engaged hirelings. A-4 to A-6. In furtherance of the saidf congpiraey, On
03.10.2003 at 7.00 a.m., the deceased along with P.W.1 came in a Tractor; bearing
Registration No.TN-63-4806 owned by Vellaisamy / P.W.17. the “accused who had
gathered near a coconut grove of one Arivazhagan with sicklespbill-hook machete and
country bombs, waiting for the deceased threw the countryybomb and attacked
Muthuramalingam indiscriminately all over body amd caused his death. PW-1 who
sustained injuries was taken to the hospital by PW-6. P.W.4, a Villager, had witnessed
the occurrence. One Tamil Sangu, (who died prior to thesecommencement of the trial)
had lodged a complaint at around 8.00 a.mmspond03.10:2003. The said complaint was
recorded by the Inspector of Police, whio registered the FIR for the offence under
Sections 147, 148, 341, 324, 307 and 302 TPC, apart from Sections 3 and 5 of Explosive
Substances Act, 1908. The FIR andfcomplaint that were sent to the dJudicial
Magistrate’s Court, was received on 03.10:2003 at 3.30 p.m.

The Inspector of Police,swho had received the FIR at 9.00 a.m., on 03.10.2003,
commenced the investigation gby visiting the scene of occurrence on 9.30 a.m.
He prepared the gbservation/mahazar (Ex.P1) and rough sketch (Ex.P35), in the
presence of P.W.11. and P.W.12. After conducting inquest, the body of the deceased
was sent fordautopsy,with a requisition letter (Ex.P23). The soil, with and without
blood stains atithe scene of occurrence, was taken along with two pairs of slippers,
cotton_pieces fromrthe top of the engine of the Tractor, 4 pieces of cloth used to cover
thebomb, the broken pieces of speedometer of the Tractor (PMO.1 to PMO.8) under
seizure mahazar (Ex.P2). These articles were sent to the Court under Form 91
(Ex.P19).

PW-1 the injured witness identified each of the accused and their overt act in the
crime. PW-4 the bystander, one witness to the confession leading to recovery turned
hostile.

Frame charges and write judgment.
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e eresr 4:

@OmEpeT Ll e Cgerenar, wulleoriiyd Heer umrs Gl eumdluled(mbg LT
UHmIE SL6m eumBSlearTT. eh. 50 @eLU Fb sLaiéans, fh. 1 Camg wdlliLarer Cersg gieneanTL
Yeverworss QsTHSSLILLIL . eped WeUaTDd, LSSHT AHLOMEIDOTE eudsLILL L g
emart  @GDOEFTULOULL eI el iqgujLer  sLer  Ogmamsaws  SHopubs  Cewsss
seuPlell L. LSHT AOLOTATDOTS @eUSSILL L (Pe el L orard Qemgsler s
umIdl BLelgsMmE Thd&s WOl L CUTg, DBS AEITD 2 ETENLDUITETSE GIem 6k
s Hbsg. erearGel @GHomepm BpLUsSms Corsy, ewTHMSD WLHMD CUbTULIFeamTLD
Yaarge Cumemn @oHpsdHostar wpepui(h Ceuwliul L gl. rdibeysrIaieT sifeldg
Hoarmies@l  bereart, glevewrll  Gepewtwionss  CesmrOEsUUILiy, P’ <eueanTld
Qumiwmeuentd ererm Mlellwed FHlyemrien smSHILer QM ANEDFMUSIBTEHL CFlsg).
sbupsLILL L Yeatauaguier griudeumen, WrFflenars@ifiu 56l EmTD |\ 2 TN Lo LI TETS 660
CTETM GUMTSGHELPEOLD 6T SSICTETTIT.

Thss  GDHORGEEESETE Bl GDDFFTL(HSET  cuaaTelTHET? ATHESSTLILY ST S saef e
demgenent  (pighs m@E, Hemrenant  HlayeneuliledmEmasudld, (GDmEpFT L LUl L6l
auliguLer Qorss sLer Lgrensewwbd undéeg Smlds degsdHetdrh, Curb Cusbd
CeuairHCamener eneuliLIZHETES elaTanTiILD ETaNS. sTE&H Ceudpr erafed, @smE Bellim
ereueumml pLaulgdHens eTBLITT? Cgd @& d 2 migEnamiw STl ererer?

The accused borrowed cash credit loansfrom State Bank of India, Mylapore Branch,
Chennai. For the loan of Rs 50 lakhs, property worth Rs 1 crore given as collateral
security. The title document deposited to create equitable mortgage. Later the accused
failed to repay the loan _amount®with interest. When the bank wanted to proceed
against the property mortgaged by deposit of title deed creating equitable mortgage,
the bank found the_decument is not genuine. Hence complaint for criminal breach of
trust, cheating and forgery. The respondent police after investigation, filed final report
along with the" opinion of the scientific expert that the tital document given as
collateral seéurity/is 4 false document. Sub Registrar of the concern jurisdiction given
statement that the disputed document not genuine.

Forfwhat offences you will frame charges? If, pending trial after examination of
prosecutionywitnesses, the accused repays the entire loan amount with interest to the
bank and file an application for plea bargain. How will you proceed and what will be
your judgment?
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