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CHHATTISGARH JUDICIAL SERVICE
EXAMINATION (MAINS) 2023
Time: 3 hrs. Marks: 100

Instructions / Adsr:
This question paper consists of three questions. Question No. 3 contains two translations.
Attempt all questions.

9 US-UF H et oI UH &1 U shieh 3 | &l 3rgars &1 g+t us sifard g1

1. Read the following carefully and write judgement after framing necessary issues :

FrafeafE@a o gaurh @ gea &R aur aeug [fdfa &< fPAofa g

[40]

PLAINTIFF'S PLEADINGS / ardt & aiffa== :

(i)  Plaintiff 'P"' filed a suit for recovery of Rs. 30,000/- with interest, with the pleadings, that
on 10-11-2011 at Durg ( Chhattisgarh), defendant 'D' who is a friend of his brother 'B’,
demanded Rs. 30,000/- for some domestic work. Plaintiff assuring the necessity of
defendant to be genuine gave him Rs. 30,000/- cash with condition that defendant shall
repay the loan on demand with simple interest @ 12% p.a. Defendant also executed
one promissory note Ex.P.1 duly stamped stipulating the aforesaid agreed term in
presence of witness 'W' (P. W.3) on the same date. After six months when plaintiff
demanded the loan amount, defendant sought 15 days' time. Even after 15 days
defendant tried to avoid the repayment of loan amount.
aréy ‘P’ ﬁamrm%moooo/ ZqQ i agett & g arg 37 sifveaHt o 91 uedd fohar ¢ o i
10-11-2011 & gif (e<itamg) & ufdardt ‘D', S 3T 18 'B' o1 A &, 3 foneht R &vrdf & forg
30,000/- m:ra?rnmaﬁreﬁlaﬁrﬁuﬁaﬁrﬁm&maﬁaﬁamgaﬁmoow ¥UY 39 7k
& g1y U foh ufdardl gt wR 5ot it 1fr 12 ufaerd arfties @R @ graror sarst afgd argg s ufdard:
3 It faHieh et IuRIch itepd 2raf el affferd ed gy Targ 'W' (an.gr. 3) &t Iufedfa 7 IRa @y
R Top WAGRT At g, bt 1 off feifiea foram| 39es S8 A1E 916 STa8 ardy ¥ F20T i AT ht 7T T at
gfrardt = 15 s o1 gaa argT| 15 & & arg oft gfaardt = ko1 &t AfA & G at ere ot s
fohami

Thereafter plaintiff 'P' had sent a registered A.D. Notice Ex.P.2 through his advocate on
02-06-2012. In spite of receiving the notice defendant 'D"' had neither replied nor repaid
the loan amount with interest. Therefore, plaintiff has prayed to pass a decree in his
favour and against the defendant 'D' for the loan amount and interest accrued so far
up to the date of suit, i.e. 10-08-2012 and also prayed interest pendente lite and up to
payment at contractual rate @ 12% p.a. and cost of the suit.

3G UYTd ardY 'P' A S ifHHTTeR o SiRY faAieR 02-06-2012 &t e Q.. ga=m vz U, o, 2
frsTaraT| ga=1 o7 fAem & amasie ot gfdardt 'D' 3 7 3T Sam fear ofiR 7 & st afgd kot
A Sl aTUT AlrAT| 37a: arel = K0T Y AfLY, a8 Tt f&Aien 10-08-2012 deh IuTfofd &met & foig
arél & uel # 3R ufdardY & favg smafi uiRa e &t urefar it 8 ofRk arg & <ifad B ok Iaah
I YT dh ht @i & g ot dfdereres 12 ufasra afifer R & =aret ok 39 a1g &1 sy ot

feeramy S <t urefar <Y 81
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DEFENDANT'S PLEADINGS ufaard} & siffa==1 :

(ii)

Defendant 'D' has denied the pleadings of the plaintiff and pleaded in his written
statement that plaintiff's brother is not his friend, he has not taken any loan of Rs.
30,000/-, therefore payment of any interest thereon does not arise. He has not executed
so-called promissory note in favour of plaintiff. Promissory note is forged document as
he signs in Hindi whereas on promissory note his signatures are said to be in English.
Further plaintiff is a moneylender and plaintiff has not complied with the basic
requirements of the Chhattisgarh Moneylender Act, 1934. On this ground alone his suit
is liable to be dismissed. Therefore, the suit is to be dismissed and special
compensatory cost of Rs. 5,000/- as per Section 35A of C.P.C. be imposed on plaintiff
for such false suit.

fdarél 'D' 7 ardl & Al i et fehar & R S foifad s a5 sifvierer fopar & foh
I} T WTS IRt A 81 €, 39 30,000/~ FUY & his k0T Tl foram & 3R 39 &RT 39 WR fohd)
TS hT STERRT T U I -Tal gidT &1 I9= AT UG e ardt & uer § fFoafed gt foar 1
UIfAERY Al gerfd q&aras ¢ | ag fg=<t A g%daR odl 8, STafdh UIATR) Al IR 34 Sifst # g&er
I T &1 3P AT Al AgHR & SR I 7 Bl gy sifdfRmm, 1934 fi go
STARGhTSTT chT UTeT gl fehdT § 3R hdel 39 STYR WR gl IYhT a1 & fhy STH g g1 3rd: arg
% X Y T S AT &k forg arél tR 9RT 35A, TR Hfthar dfgdr & SrgaR fagty erfagfc saa
5,000 /- ¥UY TG ST <l UTefT Al 718 81

PLAINTIFF'S EVIDENCE arét ot 6189 :

(iii)

Plaintiff has produced promissory note Ex. P.1, copy of notice Ex. P.2 along with postal
receipt Ex. P.3 and acknowledgement Ex. P.4. Plaintiff 'P' (P.W.1) has deposed himself
as P.W.1 and examined two other witnesses his brother 'B' (P.W.2) and witness of
promissory note Ex. P.1, 'W' (P.W.3). All of them have supported the pleadings of plaint,
execution of promissory note and signatures of defendant thereon. In cross-
examination plaintiff 'P' and his witnesses denied the suggestion of defendant that
plaintiff is a moneylender.

arél A uifaed A u. dt. 1, Fifea & afa u. dt. 2 ok Ig a1y died &g u. dt. 3 g sifawiefa u.
U1, 4 u¥gd fhg g1 arét 'P' (ar.dn. 1) 3 W U7 &t 3=y Aferdt orge 78 B ( ardn. 2) ud uieet
ey, dY. 1 & Targ 'W' (a4, 3) &1 ui&or sRar g1 3 9l A ardY & AfHaeET s gHda R .
1. 1 & ifAERt Aie &1 fAvare 3R 39 W ufdard! & g&i1eR 8141 Id1am g1 3+ fduieror # ardt '
3R ITh FIfet = ufdard! & 59 g ok arél AR 8, 9 $<hR fhar g |

DEFENDANT'S EVIDENCE ufaard} ot €183 :

(iv)
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Defendant has produced his Ration Card Ex. D.1 on which his signatures are shown in
Hindi. Defendant has examined himself as D.W. I and stated as per his pleadings, but
in cross- examination he has admitted that he is a science graduate and having bank
account in State Bank of India, Durg Branch. and therein his specimen signatures are
given in English. He has also failed to furnish name of any other person to whom
plaintiff has given any loan on interest.

gfdarel = ST A 1S U. S 1 [ R 39 geaner fg=dl 7 qurfg g €, v foram ufderd) & wd
hT TRIETOT UL 91,1 oh &Y H AT 8 3R 370+ SifHae oh 3=y e fohar g, wfce ufauderor & s
g tenR fohar g foh g fam Trdes 8 SR I8 We da sifth 3fear &t gif amar # e @rar @ ok
ITH I A o ged1eR SiUSH # 3y 1y &1 a8 U fonddt o=y cafh ot AT U¥gd e | ot srtha
g1 8, forgent ardt 3 sarst R his ko fea |
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ARGUMENTS (PLAINTIFF) aré} ohr ieh :

(v) Plaintiff has proved his case. He is not a moneylender. Thus, the plaintiff is entitled to
relief as claimed against defendant.
aIEY YT a1E YATOIT fohaT €1 98 WIEHR T8 &1 $9 TR ardl Ufdardl & foveg ararghd SIary &
AR 1

ARGUMENTS (DEFENDANT) / ufcrard} &r aeh

(vi) The plaintiff has not proved loan transaction and execution of promissory note by
defendant beyond reasonable doubt. Plaintiff is moneylender and has not complied
with the provisions of the Chhattisgarh Moneylender Act, 1934 and this ground itself is
sufficient to dismiss the plaintiff's suit. Thus, the plaintiff does not deserve to get any
relief, rather the special compensatory cost be imposed on plaintiff as prayed.
aTél ¥ 0T BT YHGER U Uiaast gRT WG e o fAvare gfthge T @ R yHTford 8t fomar &1
T ATEHR & 3R I S<ITE TIghR AfAFH, 1934 & UIGeTi T UTel g1 [chdT & 3R I8 STUR
&l a1t a1 a1g AR & folg vt 81 39 UahR ardl fohelt UahR o Sraty <t uiftd a1 SifderRt =78t &,
gfeh a1é) wR gfaardl &t urefAr srgaR fasiy efagfed e sifdRifta forar Sra

2. Read thefollowing carefully and write judgement after framing the necessary charges:
fFrafaf@a o gaurh @ gea & aur eIy [Afifa ok ok fod
[40]
According to the complaint filed by Bharat Singh, his son Arvind was married to Manju,
daughter of Laxmi Narayan on 07-11-2000. Indira is the sister-in-law of Arvind and Rajesh is
his brother-in-law. Arvind committed suicide on 23-02-2002 by consuming Sulfas tablets. On
01-03-2002, when Bharat Singh and other family members entered into the room of Arvind
to sprinkle Gangajal, they found a suicide note on the bed of the deceased. It was stated that
Arvind committed suicide due to the behavior of Rajesh, Laxmi Narayan and Indira who
made false allegations against deceased regarding demand of dowry. On September 2001 a
Panchayat was held in the village at the instance of the accused during which the Rajesh
slapped the deceased. Rajesh and his sister Indira used to threaten the deceased on
telephone at the instance of their father Laxmi Narayan that his family members will also be
implicated in a criminal case. Unable to withstand the harassment, the deceased took the
extreme step of committing suicide and had his father-in-law, his brother-in-law and his
sister-in-law responsible for his death. After completion of the investigation, a charge sheet
against them has been filed in the court.
WRd g gR1 uxgd uRkare & IR Iqh g7 3Rfde o faarg #sy, goft aeHiARmer & @rer 07-11-2000 <t
go Tl 3feRT, SRfd ot TTell ¢ SR IS IFehT TIeAT 81 3Rfde A Tethry i Mifcrat o1 daT dch 23-02-
2002 &t IATcHAT IR R o1 Y | STe ¥R &g Ud URAR o 317 g&&i 7 01-03-2002 @Y TSI et
& forg erfde & &R # va fokar e I Jdeh o R R Ueh gargs i uran o1 | I9H g SifARAd
grar o7 foh SRfde 3 oler, dedt AR T $R7T & saagR & SRUT SiTcHgT dhilkd dh off, fSgiat gget &
HiTT o Heie | Fdeh o faveg e sifaery= fond &1 3 31mig R g | Uen tamad Riawer 2001 # smafeia
Y TRT oft, forch SR 51T 2 Ak ol YT HIRT AT| I(SILT T SGehT dg 3feer o= firdT et TRmor & &t
JTE UR GHTY TR ek ohl YHRTAT hid o foh Iqch urRarRes dewi et i gifees wmet 7 snfered forar s
| IHTST T AT B3 | IEHY iR Fdeh = HTHEAT RIRA i I 3 hOR hgH ISAT AT 3R T+
TR, GTdl U Arelt oht 370 g o folg IoRarlt Sgmm oTl IEU™ qui 814 WR 37 faveg i

AT H Uedd foar
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The version of the defence is that Arvind committed suicide due to unemployment and lack
of income. Prosecution examined deceased father, deceased wife, doctor and investigating
officer as oral evidence and in documentary evidence post-mortem report, viscera report
and suicide note to prove his case.

ufaRel et o1 gg YA ¢ foh 3Rfde 7 SRISHIRY 3R 31T & 313Ta § Iq— 31TTE h hIRUT ITHSAT hifvd
1 oY1 srfTte A Sru uer gATONY Haeh o fUdr, g, Rifdhcaes Ta srdu™ SifdRt & ey i aun
SXTdSt 9189 oh ¥4 H 19 GRieror Rale, fowmr Rulé ud gamss At uxgd fhd g1

(i) Translate the following Hindi passage into English

Ar=faf@a @& werizr o sidsht & srgarg HfSg:

[10]
g AT 39 92 oh Ul Tleh ¢ fon STgt foheht eaf<h ol aIfueeh URUITHT T AT et & df fae ATt et
o foIq sirde wR 3ifd IgRaT & a1y faramur fohar ST =i, foheg farerar ATt &t & forg foneht srfoigeh &
fafga sifderR & wu & 78T A1 511 Fehat &, g TS g uRET s1afdr & Wik st 7 Tfe & & fag
TrT WETHIUT ST & 71 A g O o1t aIfel aheet & ST+t STaeefdr TE ahxdl g af s1die arfeet e
# et ot ferar <t 3rafd R &= =1 &d Y A&a A1t fohaT 11 HendT 8, foheg, aciAT ATl H, WRATT ik
SifAfae Y aRT 5 o ST ST T H Sidaeh gRT GAIS I TehAT hRUT I8 ¢ foh faaRor =amarera gr
fufar hl SwoTT & UgTd I8 Ik SifAa~ht gRT I8 Srgre fean mar a1 foh ag srdter arfaret e &am o smdeeh
oh! A R T 1Y gt 37Ul T AU JIR gt ST g1 Gfeh 3MTdGeh Ten Sffich ¢ U1 a8 Shfdehr &t @tet d
qe URRT 5T 9§ 18R Il T T, 39fely a8 U HATYa<hl ¥ T¥ch gl e Hehl AT dUT S9ch UL,
TEATAGh A oft I& I o7 foh I8 STHH 8 AT & YT 39 TR gt foyra & e foh srmaaas ot
SIS 1 AT B, '39ferg S9- uRetHT srafd & +fiar erdier g a1t i ot

(ii) Translate the following English passage into Hindi:

fFrafaf@a sidsh meier o1 @ & srgare fifeg :

[10]
The question for consideration in the present writ petition under Article 227 of the
Constitution of India would be as under : Whether in a Lok Adalat, the requirement of
payment of 15% of the cheque amount by way of cost in appeal, while compounding the
offence punishable under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, as directed by the
Supreme Court in Damodar S. Prabhu vs. Sayed Babalal H., (2010) 5 SCC 663, can be
dispensed with on making out a plausible cause for waiver / reduction of the cost?
The petitioner herein was convicted by learned Judicial Magistrate 1st class, Bilaspur vide
order dated 28-11-2018 for offence punishable under Section 138 of the Negotiable
Instruments Act (hereinafter “the NI Act") with rigorous imprisonment of six months and he
was also directed to pay a compensation to the extent of Rs. 1,70,000/- under Section 357(3)
of the Cr.P.C. Questioning the said order, the petitioner herein preferred an appeal before
the Court of Session. Learned 1st Additional Sessions Judge, Bilaspur, by its order dated 14-
12-2018, directed the petitioner to deposit 50% of the awarded amount of compensation,
while suspending his sentence. The order of the Sessions Judge was further challenged by
the petitioner before this Court.
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