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1) The candidates should note R ule 5(b) of the K arnataka  Judicial Service  

(R ecruitm ent) (A m endm ent) R ules, 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 papers 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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2) If there is any difference in the question in English language and 

Kannada language, the question framed in English language shall 

prevail.
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3). Write your register number only on the cover page of the answer book 

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 . T r a n s l a t e t h e f o l l o w i n g p a s s a g e a s e x t r a c t e d  f r o m  a  

D e p o s i t i o n  t o  K a n n a d a  l a n g u a g e :

It is true that I have filed the present suit claim ing the suit  

am ount after deducting the security deposit. It is true that as per

1 5  M a r k s

15 eo^rteb
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the lease deed, the lessee had agreed to be in possession of the  

schedule prem ises till D ecem ber 2023. It is true that, in the notice  

dated 13.04.2020 defendant com pany has inform ed m e about the  

term ination of tenancy w ith im m ediate effect. It is true that, w e  

have issued a  reply by  w ay  of e-m ail stating  that schedule prem ises

require certain repairs and it should be handed over in goodZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
j

condition. It is false to suggest that I have not m ade any  

com m unication in w riting to the defendant for return of keys. I 

have stated in m y plaint and affidavit evidence that for w ant of  

registered discharge deed, prospective tenants did not com e  

forw ard  to take the prem ises on  lease. I have no docum ent to show  

that repairs w ere not done as per expectation or specification and  

sam e is com m unicated to the defendant. It ijs false to suggest that  

w hatever the claim  m ade in the plaint is w ithout any  basis and as  

such  the plaintiff is not entitle the sam e.DCBA

2 . T r a n s l a t e t h e f o l l o w i n g  p a s s a g e a s e x t r a c t e d  f r o m  a  

J u d g m e n t  t o  E n g l i s h  l a n g u a g e :

w ort 2^3yrt
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1 0  M a r k s3 . Explain “Issue of fact”, Issue of law ” and “Issue of law  and fact”  

w ith  three exam ples each.

10“d o r i^o d d s ro c ro o d d ^o ” , “c s d ja d d d s ro c ro o d r i^ ” d o d o “d o d d o d d id :
-H -D

© D d is d d d s ro c ro o d r ls d ”  d o s d ^ ra d D e x ic ro d d ra d « ? j3 o Q d d d o ^ .

4 . W hat are the distinctive features of the R ight to Fair  

C om pensation and Transparency in Land A cquisition, 

R ehabilitation and R esettlem ent A ct, 2013, w hen com pared to the  

provisions of  the Land  A cquisition  A ct, 1894?

1 0  M a r k s

1 0  tso^dsdE l© ? H )d e d S i> o d rf, I8 9 4 d d is o o d d d ^ d s id e O ^ d s d , ^ o d o d o d d o ^ d d d  

a o d ^ d o d o g d js ^ O e d d O s u s d d d F d d , s d d rd d ^ d ^ d o d ^ d rd ^ d d D  ^ o d d ,
-D ' * CO

2 0 1 3 d d § d , o ^ ra d s d o d s ^ ) td ?

5. Explain the provisions of the K arnataka C ourt Fees and Suit 

V aluation  A ct, 1958 regarding  the paym ent of C ourt fees in respect  

of suit for D eclaration, suit for Partition and suit for Specific  

Perform ance.

1 0  M a r k s
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6. State the circum stances under w hich ow ner of the  

Land/Building have recourse to evict the person in occupation  

under the follow ing  A cts, w ith reference  to specific provisions:

a)  The Transfer of Property  A ct, 1882.

b)  The K arnataka  R ent A ct, 1999.

c) The Specific R elief A ct, 1963.ZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

3 $  o s c & d r i^ e i> Q o ±> < £ ) d js d o o ^ o c o
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^j) ^Q rdj dQ coc)d eiO ^odd:, 1963

7. B riefly explain the follow ing w ith regard to the A rbitration and  

C onciliation  A ct, 1996:

a)  A rbitration  A greem ent and  its Form  and  essential  

requirem ents.

b)  Pow er to refer the parties to arbitration

10 M a r k s

c) Interim  m easures by  the C ourt in  an  A rbitral Proceedings.

doqisd espao& sfc, I996d^ doEop^X idoa ds 10
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8. a) N am e A N Y  F I V E  grounds available to a  jvom an  m arried  under  

M uslim Law for obtaining a decree for the dissolution of her  

m arriage under Section 2 of the D issolution of M uslim  M arriages  

A ct, 1939

1 X 5 =  

0 5  M a r k s

1 X 5 =  

0 5  M a r k s

b )  N am e A N Y  F I V E  conditions to be com plied for valid adoption  

as per Section 11 of the H indu A doption and M aintenance A ct, 

1956

5
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9. H ow the Public Interest Litigations helped in protecting the  

Fundam ental R ights in India? N am e any five Public Interest  

Litigations, w hich changed  the course of India.

8 ^ d d d 0 d x ro o ^^  d o d o d c o T o c d F & S d d s c d u d ^ d ra r ts fo

o d c d o e ^ d ^ c o d c ro r id ? e p o d d d d ^  s o d c J o o d X id o d c ^ d c d d o s o d o  

? jc d F C id ^ d s c d d d ,^ d f® r!^ d b c l d ? jO ^ .DCBA
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05 w oortsfc
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10 M arks

io yjocrv^o

10 M a r k s10.  State the m eaning  of follow ing  legal m axim s:

a)  V olenti non  fit injuria.

b)  Q ui facit per alium , facit per se.

c) Ignorantia  juris non  excusant.

d)  Falsus in  uno  falsus in om nibus.

e) A ctio personalis m oritur cum  persona

& ^ftd rodicdo  ^cpFddo^ ds?^.-

c O ) s c o d o d fT O E d  ^ o s s o o o d

d ) d jo 6  d c f © O o d o ,  d c ^
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d)  ^ w dio  ^ aodo^d??
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1 1 .  M r. Suresh, aged 42 years, a  carpenter by  profession, m et w ith  

an accident and sustained fracture on his right leg w ith 60%  

perm anent disability . M r Suresh w as earning R s.25,000/- per  

m onth and hospitalized for tw o m onths and incurred m edical

1 0 © o tfr ts fe

15 M a r k s
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expenses of R s.3,25,000/- and  bed  ridden  for another four m onths. 

M r. Suresh  filed a  petition under Section 166 of the M otor V ehicles  

A ct, 1988 claim ing com pensation. D eterm ine w ith reasons the  

am ount of com pensation to be aw arded to M r. Suresh under  

different heads.

e)_c _c O rJ —‘ ■ * -jiZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
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erooissbd). LKJIHGFEDCBAg>,? >§ori^ 25,000/- drasosoD o ^03jsQ d)v!.d?b sbd
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; co co Q *
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C O  • *
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1 2 . W r i t e a  j u d g m e n t o n  t h e  b a s i s o f f o l l o w i n g  f a c t s b y 2 5  M a r k s  

a s s u m i n g  t h a t  y o u  a r e  t h e  j u d g e  o f  a  C o u r t  o f  F i r s t  A p p e a l :

a) The facts should be presumed and stated in brief and not 

reproduced verbatim
Note:

b) It should be presumed that necessary witnesses have been 

examined and necessary and relevant documents have 

been produced to support the case. \
****  i

The plaintiff filed the suit praying for a decree for Specific  

Perform ance by directing the defendant to execute the registered  

sale deed in his favour on the basis of the A greem ent to Sell dated  

23.03.2018.

The defendant in  his w ritten statem ent has adm itted  the sale  

transaction, execution of an A greem ent to sell and also receipt of
t

the sale advance am ount from  the plaintiff.: The contention of the

7



defendant is that the plaintiff is/w as not ready to perform  his part  

of the contract by paying the balance sale consideration am ount in  

tim e and the plaintiff has also not pleaded in the plaint about his  

readiness and w illingness to perform his part of the contract. 

H ence, plaintiff is not entitled for the decree for specific  

perform ance. O n these grounds the defendant prayed for dism issal  

of the suit w ith costs.

The trial C ourt fram ed the issues and after considering the oral 

and docum entary evidence of both the parties, the trial court held  

that the plaintiffs readiness and  w illingness to perform  his part of  

the contract w as not pleaded in the plaint and any evidence let in  

by the plaintiffs regarding his readiness and  w illingness to perform  

his part of the contract can not be considered w ithout pleadings.  

O n the said ground, the trial court held that the plaintiff is not  

entitled for the decree for specific perform ance. Since the plaintiff  

has not claim ed  the  relief for refund  of sale advance, the trial C ourt  

proceeded  to  dism iss the suit.

B eing aggrieved by the said  judgm ent, the plaintiff preferred  

an appeal and challenged the legality and correctness of the  

im pugned judgm ent on the ground that as per the A m endm ent  

brought to Section 16 of the Specific R elief A ct, 1963, vide  

A m ended  A ct, 2018, now  the plaintiffs readiness and  w illingness to  

perform  his part of the contract need not be averred in the plaint 

and only proof is sufficient. A ccording to the A ppellant/plaintiff, 

there is sufficient evidence to prove his readiness and w illingness, 

w hich w as not considered by the trial C ourt. The  

A ppellant/plaintiff, alternatively, contended that even if his

8



readiness and  w illingness to perform  his part of the contract is not

proved and  if is found  that the plaintiff  is not entitled  for the decreeZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
1

for specific perform ance, still the trial C ourt w as not justified in
•1

dism issing the suit, because if the plaintiff  ds not entitled for the  

decree for specific perform ance, he is entitled for the relief for  

refund of sale advance. The A ppellant/plaintiff further contended  

that even though the plaintiff has not specifically prayed for relief  

for refund  of the sale advance as an  alternative relief, even then  the  

trial C ourt is em pow ered to grant the sam e by invoking O rder 7  

R ule 7 of C ode of C ivil Procedure 1908, by m oulding the relief, as  

the relief for refund of Sale advance is a lesser relief than the relief  

for Specific Perform ance. O n these grounds, appellant/plaintiff  

prayed  to set aside  the im pugned  judgm ent and  to decree  the suit.

W here as, in justifying the im pugned judgm ent, the  

respondent/defendant contended that the A m ended A ct, 2018 to  

the Specific R elief A ct, 1963 is not applicable*  to the present suit, as  

the sale agreem ent w as executed before the introduction of the  

A m ended A ct, 2018, w hich has no retrospective application.  

Therefore, the trial C ourt w as right in holding that the plaintiffs  

readiness and w illingness can not be accepted in the absence of  

specific pleadings in  this regard. The respondent/defendant further  

contended that w hen the plaintiff has not specifically claim ed the  

relief for refund of sale advance am ount as an alternative prayer, 

the trial court could not have granted the sam e, as no C ourt can  

grant a relief w hich is not prayed for. It w as further contended by  

the respondent/defendant that even as per Sec.22(2) of the Specific  

R elief A ct, 1963, if the relief for refund of earnest m oney is not  

claim ed as an alternative relief, it can not be granted. O n all theseDCBA
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grounds, respondent/defendant prayed for dism issal of the appeal  

w ith costs.

D ecide the A ppeal in the light of the am endm ent brought to  

the Specific R elief A ct, 1963, vide A m ended A ct, 2018 and  decision  

of the H onble Suprem e C ourt in DCBAS m t . K a t t a  S u j a t h a  R e d d y  a n d  

a n o t h e r  v s  S i d d a m s e t t y  I n f r a  P r o j e c t s  P v t . L i m i t e d  ( C i v i l  

A p p e a l  N o . 5 8 2 2 / 2 0 2 2 ) LKJIHGFEDCBA
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O , Q'n n KJ 6r2o“^0
erpp& pep cppep yg pcpycpp^cgopa cpcp cp^cpgp^ cpes: peap

i

crogep/pcpgpGOcp ppcyGaGP cp^cpecp cpjgGn: rapjg cpcp og^cpyGa^p^^p 

G'p'pppep yg p*cpc? cpp^cgoptp cpcp. p^ coygppg ^cppye^ ^pp pqgdq 

epee cgogG£2 y^ p&g cpogp'cpp pa poercp P8I0Z pccoca pppsp %9\ oa>£ 

P£96I ‘cpcpop^^ p<i£2Qpi! 'ppgp ^cpcpoppepogp cpcp ^cpcpop pgcperpGfi

ppp^p p^'p rj'Qp ^cpcpogp^oicp ccpogeg poerypePcppa poppp^p a

ij"

! -CpgGCp

G52p ^CpCpOpG£2 (pSpOOGpd^GP Ga3pe£2g pogpG£206J)g ^CpppGSgp pOppGISpipG

^cppssp pyocps gjgo?; cpogcg ‘cppp pofet^a psog opppa y^g 

GNQGf2gp 'pjgp epogGSG; ?2p0OGpO9GP Ge3pG£2p pogGGpGa a 'cppp pofe^a 

P20C? og?2cyGapg3ygp pra& QP'PP pe£2 ^cpp^GCi; pp^gp pigcs cpogG^G 

yg p^cpc? pyG^p^cpopa cpps ppp^ oapgjpp ^ppycP pqges ^pp pgGQp

s

cpogGSG cppG agoer^^jp Q'P'PP P£22 ^cppcgoc? pyG^p^cpopa cpp2 ppp^ 

coppjpp ^cppycP pqgP ^pp pgGQp cpogGC? ^ygp ^cp^y^Gii: pGaGcg’Ga

i

Cpp2 Q(P(jp2 ppGLpp po^Oa fj'PP ^CpAypOG£2<^P $2poaGp09GP GlSpe^g



^esdr^ LKJIHGFEDCBAtidoiiaQk

C 3B S33^^ Q o, iQ fO dD SB d.

w dd, desjr^ Tj^qjrd s±rac£sB ^dD docrad/^sroSoio  sjo^d

0Q?)o jd s ±), 19634 >B c±)SjS cscO id 2018d sdusoo «5dod dcddSato & Ud3f\ 

«3^oi)S33rb54Q^ cdjs^odd dcddS sso^d, 2018 2330(1 Eodod djadd iD O eD ^croda  

dd,333A da54^eo^  djassar^odsrorbd)© 1^- edadO od dEoadraa ^odsoods^

sradoda ^jd?adad)da dada ^doda^djraA dad aad sradd^dd Jidr^roA  

de^osrodO od odda, Eo^lra^oa artddo iaoda de^adda doodaA ooae 'sidadd. 

cadadacrod/d.dsraaoda daaodadO da sradoda ^O O ed daaoA d dradda^ dadasaaddod  

dO saddda^ dodarod dO sadaaaA ddr^ssaA 6e^de 'dcaar! dEsadrfa fja^odaood  

«30dd dosaddda^ dadoa  oda^odd odaa^de ?aa6odaood ae^de ^dad

dO asaddda^ dodoa ?oa^dda^Q <y. iadadac3ad/d,^s3aaoda daaodadO da ddrd, 

dO sad saodd, 1963d  22(2)d d,oad daaodd dra dadaaaad^od dO saaddda^

dcdarcda dO sadaaaA 6e^de . ‘dw ar! e^dda^ dedoa erta^do. tadadood  

aadadacaad/d^saadoda daeoddodda^ ^O edr d^od dzsa doadoa draeodasad .

ddr^ do^ad © O dodda, 1963^ .ScddQ sacdad 2018d dajaoo «d ^dadQ  

dada n^daradd ddjaerd . da.odaoojad ii?dal uda dassad da dada <sidja,2ada ddad  

'S ia^ 'da, O dadc^ (ijdo 5' edeo* 1 do.5822/2022) d,udrad(3d

dedrda, ddadd£)0^ d^ daeoddodda. ledaord^.
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