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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:-

(ij 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. :

(i) It is compulsory for all ?@candidates to answer at
least one of the papers in English language and in
so far as the other papef 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. Translate the following passage as extracted from a 15 Marks
Deposition to Kannada language:
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It is true that I have filed the present suit claiming the suit

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



the lease deed, the lessee had agreed to be in possession of the
schedule premises till December 2023. It is true that, in the notice
dated 13.04.2020 defendant company has informed me about the
termination of tenancy with immediate effect. It is true that, we
have issued a reply by way of e-mail stating tﬁhat schedule premises
require certain repairs and it should be handed over in good
condition. It is false to suggest that I ?have not made any
communication in writing to the defendant for return of keys. I
have stated in my plaint and affidavit evidence that for want of
registered discharge deéd, prospective tenants did not come
forward to take the premises on lease. I have no document to show
that repairs were not done as per expectation or speciﬁcation and
same is communicated to the defendant. It is false to suggest that

whatever the claim made in the plaint is Without any basis and as

such the plaintiff is not entitle the same.

2. Translate the following passage as extracted from a

Judgment to English language:
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3. Explain “Issue of fact’, Issue of law” and “Issue of law and fact”
with three examples each.
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4, What are the distinctive features of the Right to Fair
Compensation and Transparency in. Land  Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013, when compared to the
provisions of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894?
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5. Explain the provisions of the Karnataka Court Fees and Suit
Valuation Act, 1958 regarding the payment of Court fees in respect
of suit for Declaration, sult for Partition and suit for Specific
Performance.
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6. State the circumstances under which owner of the
Land/Building have recourse to evict the person in occupation
under the following Acts, with reference to specific provisions:

a) The Transfer of Property Act, 1882.
b) The Karnataka Rent Act, 1999.
c) The Specific Relief Act, 1963.
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7. Briefly explain the following with regard to the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, 1996:

a) Arbitration Agreement and its Form and essential
requirements. '

b) Power to refer the parties to arbitration

c) Interim measures by the Court in an Arbitral Proceedings.
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8. a) Name ANY FIVE grounds available to a woman married under
Muslim Law for obtaining a decree for the dissolution of her
marriage under Section 2 of the Dissolution of Muslim Marriages
Act, 1939

b) Name ANY FIVE conditions to be complied for valid adoption
as per Section 11 of the Hindu Adoption and Maintenance Act,
1956
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9. How the Public Interest Litigations helped in protecting the
Fundamental Rights in India? Name any five Public Interest
Litigations, which changed the course of India.
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10. State the meaning of following legal maxims:

a) Volenti non fit injuria.

b) Qui facit pervalium, facit per se.

c) Ignorantia juris non excusant.

d) Falsus in uno falsus in omnibus.

e) Actio personalis moritur cum persona
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11. Mr. Suresh, aged 42 years, é carpenter by profession, met with
an accident and sustained fracture on his right leg with 60%
permanent disability. Mr Suresh was earning Rs.25,000/- per

month and hospitalized for two months and incurred medical
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expenses of Rs.3,25,000/- and bed ridden for another four months.
Mr. Suresh filed a petition under Section 166 of the Motor Vehicles
Act, 1988 claiming compensation. Determ;ine with reasons the
amount of compensation to be awarded ?to Mr. Suresh under

different heads.
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12. Write a judgment on the basis of following facts by 25 Marks
assuming that you are the judge of a Court of First Appeal:

Note: a) The facts should be presumed and stated in brief and not
reproduced verbatim

b) It should be presumed that necessary witnesses have been
examined and necessary and relez.?)ant documents have
been produced to support the case.
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The plaintiff filed the suit praying for? a decree for Specific
Performance by directing the defendant to execute the registered
sale deed in his favour on the basis of the Agreement to Sell dated

23.03.2018.

The defendant in his written statement has admitted the sale

transaction, execution of an Agreement to sell and also receipt of
i

the sale advance amount from the plaintiff.j_ The contention of the



defendant is that the plaintiff is/was not ready to perform his part
of the contract by paying the balance sale consideration amount in
time and the plaintiff has also not pleaded in the plaint about his
readiness and willingness to perform his part of the contract.
Hence, plaintiff is not entitled for the decree for specific
performance. On these grounds the defendant prayed for dismissal

of the suit with costs.

The trial Court framed the issues and after considering the oral
and documentary evidence of both the parties, the trial court held
that the plaintiff’s readiness and willingness to perform his part of
the contract was not pleaded in the plaint and any evidence let in
by the plaintiffs regarding his readiness and willingness to perform
his part of the contract can not be considered without pleadings.
On the said ground, the trial court held that the plaintiff is not
entitled for the decree for specific performance. Since the plaintiff
has not claimed the relief for refund of sale advance, the trial Court

proceeded to dismiss the suit.

Being aggrieved by the said judgment, the plaintiff preferred
an appeal and challenged the legality and correctness of the
impugned judgment on the ground that as per the Amendment
brought to Section 16 of the Specific Relief Act, 1963, vide
Amended Act, 2018, now the plaintiff’s readiness and willingness to
perform his part of the contract need not be averred in the plaint
and only proof is sufficient. According to the Appellant/plaintiff,
there is sufficient evidence to prove his readiness and willingness,
which was not considered by the trial Court. The
Appellant/plaintiff, alternatively, contended that even if his



readiness and willingness to perform his par"t of the contract is not
proved and if is found that the plaintiff is not entitled for the decree
for specific performance, still the trial Cou%t was not justified in
dismissing the suit, because if the plaintiff ?is not entitled for the
decree for specific performance, he is entitled for the relief for
refund of sale advance. The Appellant/ pléiﬂtiff further contended
that even though the plaintiff has not specifically prayed for relief
for refund of the sale advance as an alternatiye relief, even then the
trial Court is empowered to grant the same by invoking Order 7
Rule 7 of Code of Civil Précedure 1908, by fnoulding the relief, as
the relief for refund of Sale advance is a lesser relief than the relief
for Specific Performance. On these groun’ds, appellant/plaintiff
prayed to set aside the impugned judgment and to decree the suit.
Where as, in justifying the impugned judgment, the
respondent/defendant contended that the Amended Act, 2018 to
the Specific Relief Act, 1963 is not applicable;[ to the present suit, as
the sale agreement was executed before tljrle introduction of the
Amended Act, 2018, which has no retﬁospective application.
Therefore, the trial Court was right in hold?ing that the plaintiff’s
readiness and willingness can not be acceéted in the absence of
specific pleadings in this regard. The respondent/defendant further
contended that when the plaintiff has not specifically claimed the
relief for refund of sale advance amount asé an alternative prayer,
the trial court could not have granted the éame, as no Court can
grant a relief which is not prayed for. It was further contended by
the respondent/defendant that even as per Sec.22(2) of the Specific
Relief Act, 1963, if the relief for refund of f-earnest money is not

claimed as an alternative relief, it can not be granted. On all these



grounds, respondent/defendant prayed for dismissal of the appeal
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with costs.

Decide the Appeal in the light of the amendment brought to

the Specific Relief Act, 1963, vide Amended Act, 2018 and decision -

of the Honb’le Supreme Court in Smt.Katta Sujatha Reddy and
another vs Siddamsetty Infra Projects Pvt. Limited (Civil
Appeal N0.5822/2022)
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