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U.P. Higher Judicial Service Main Written Examination — 2023
General Awareness & Legal Language
Paper 1
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G : 3 u Time: 3 hours
3P : 100 Marks: 100

Notes:

1. All questions are compulsory.

2. The questions may be answered either in English or in Hindi, unless
otherwise specified.

3. The marks against each question are given in margin.

4. If there is any conflict/difficulty in understanding the nature of any
question, the question framed in English shall prevail and answer to the

question will be considered and assessed in the light of the question in
English.
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SECTION-A
(Twvs—3)

Question-1. Write an essay in approximaxely 1000 words on the role and impact
of social media on Indian Polity in the context of recent events. (50 Marks)

WE-1. B N geaRt @ ged 3 ANy v (Indian Polity) w wN

AT B 5T vd W qg FTT 1000 WY A e faRaw (50 3(%)
SECTION-B (50 Marks)
(@ve—d) (50 %)

Question-2. A Plot No. 40 admeasuring 0.243 hectare and Plot No. 156
admeasuring 0.72 decimal, situate in Village Mauza Saraimugal, Pargana
Athagaon, Tehsil Pindra, District Varanasi was recorded in the name of one
Smt. Munnan Devi. She was a co-sharer in the two plots to the extent of a half
share alongwith her co-tenure holder, Smt. Ramdei Devi, wife of Ramdas. One
Smt. Amrawati Devi, wife of Late Panna Lal, claimed that Smt. Munnan Devi
had executed a sale deed of her half share in the plots of land above mentioned
on 09.10.1998. Smt. Amrawati Devi got her name recorded as a co-tenure
holder alongwith Smt. Ramdei Devi, after mutating out the name of Smt.
Munnan Devi in the revenue records. On 08.02.1999, Smt. Munnan Devi
brought a prompt action against Smt. Amrawati Devi, seeking a declaration that
the sale deed dated 09.10.1998 was null and void, with a prayer that the
declaration granted be communicated to the Sub-Registrar, where the deed had
been registered for recording the declaration. A permanent injunction was also
claimed against Smt. Amrawati Devi to the effect that the defendant be
restrained from interfering with the plaintiff's title and possession in the suit
property or otherwise creating an obstruction in any manner, and further not to
destroy the standing crops in the suit property. The aforesaid suit brought by
Smt. Munnan Devi against Smt. Amrawati Devi was numbered on the file of
the Civil Judge (Junior Division) Haveli, Varanasi as Original Suit No, 154 of
1'9/99_ The short case of Smt. Munnan Devi in the suit was that the impﬁgned
conveyance dated 09.10.1998 was not her deed. It had been got executed by
Smt. Amrawati Devi through the agency of an imposter, a woman, different
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from SML Munnan Devi. The sale deed was, ther Mpugned as a void

document,

On 03.0?.2{]00, a_written statement was filed I'{Y Smt. Amrawati Devi,
contesting the plaintiff's case. It would not be material, for the purpose of this
petition, o enumerate what her defence was. Smt. Munnan Devi put in a
replication on 29.08.2000. On 30.08.2000, the Trial Court struck issues, a total
of seven. What the issues were is also not relevant for the purpose of this
petition. The sole plaintiff, Smt. Munnan Devi, Was examined as P.W.1. She
testified in the dock on 11.02.2003 and 17.07.2003. Pending suit, Smt. Munnan
Devi EXecuted two sale deeds — one in favour of Smt. Jeera Devi, conveying
her half share in Plot No. 156, that is to say, the area 0of 0.298 hecmﬁ of the
total of 0.596 hectare; and the other in favour of Ghanshyam Patel, conveying
her half share in Plot No. 40 admeasuring 0.121 hectare out of the total of
0.243 hectare. Both these sale deeds were executed on 21.05.2011 and admitted
to registration by the Sub-Registrar, Pindra, Varanasi on 23.05.2011. On the 9*
of February, 2013, Smt. Munnan Devi passed away, while the suit was still
pending.

On 15.04.2013, Smt. Phulpatti Devi, daughter of Smt. Munnan Devi, applied to
be substituted in place of the sole plaintiff. The substitution application was
granted by the Trial Court on 05.07.2013. Smt Phulpatti Devi, the substituted
plaintiff, seems to have prosecuted the suit for a period of approximately five
years until 05.04.2018, when she made an application under Order XXIII Rule
I'of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 seeking to unconditionally withdraw the
suit. The aforesaid application is numbered on the record of the Trial Court as
Paper No. 45-77—

Close on heels of the sudden lermination of action by Smt. Phulpatti Devi, Smt.
Jeera Devi filed an application bearing Paper No. 48-@ under Order XXII Rule
10 of the Code, secking leave of the Court to continue the suit.

On 22.08.2018, Smit. Jeera Devi filed objections to the application dated
05.04.2018 made by Smit, Phulpatti Devi, seeking to withdraw the suit. On the
4™ of July, 2018, Ghanshyam Patel made an application 54-% under Order
XXII Rule 10 of the Code, seeking leave of the Court to continue the suit. On
13.07.2018, Smt. Jeera Devi and Ghanshyam Patel made an ﬂppliuulitﬁf
Eeekirg_recall of the order granting substitution in favour of Smt. Phulpatti
Devi, but no orders were Passed on the said application by the Trial (‘uurl:_TITu
I'mal Court, by its order dated 04.09.2018, allowed the applications 48-# and
54-& made by Smi. Jeera Devi and Ghanshyam Patel, respectively, seeking
leave to continue the suit and rejected the application 45-7T— made by Smt.
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Phulpatti Devij. praying for withdrawal of the suit. [Jeera Devi and Another Vs.
A.DJ., Varanasi and Others, 2026 (1) ADI 770 (FB)]

A. Discuss whether the plaintiff can Withdraw the suit despite the objections of
the transferees and Whether the transferees pendente lite are entitled to continue
the proceedings. Refer {o the relevant provisions of the Code of Civil
Procedure, 1908, and the doctrine of /is pendens. Write answer ifi Hindi.

B. Whether the application under Order XXIII Rule 1 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, 1908 filed by the plaintiff seeking withdrawal of the suit will
amount to automatic withdrawal of suit? (15 Marks)

C. Whether a subsequent transferee can file an application to continue the suit?
Discuss the fate of suit with reference to legal provision. (15 Marks)

44 Answer the above questions in Hindi.

o ok e sk sk
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