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MOCK TEST-3
MAINS EXAMINATION-TRANSLATION AND ESSAY WRITING

PAPER-III
TIME: 2:00 HRS
Instruction:

1) Attempt all the questions compulsorily

2) All questions carry Equal Marks

3) Write the answers as orders of the questions

4) Strict your answer to the Question only

5) Write an Essay in 800-1000 words in words only

UESTION PAPER

1.Translate the following from English to Telugu (1*15=15 Marks)

A bench of Justice JK Maheshwari and Justice Sanjay Karol quashed an FIR filed by the
father of a divorced woman seeking the recovery of her 'stridhan'—gifts and ornaments
given at the time of marriage—from her former in-laws.

“We find that the law pravides for a situation where a woman may, in law, grant a person of
her choosing the authority to do any act which she may herself execute. Section 5 of the Power
of Attorney Act, 1882, provides as under:- “5. Power-of-attorney of married women.—A married
woman, of full age, shall, by virtue of this Act, have power, as if she were unmarried, by a non-
testamentary instrument, to appoint an attorney on her behalf, for the purpose of executing
any non testamentary instrument or doing any other act which she might herself execute or do;
and the provisions of this Act, relating to instruments creating powers-of-attorney shall apply
thereto. This section applies only to instruments executed after this Act comes into force.” It
cannot be disputed that no such power of attorney, within the meaning of this Act, stood
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executed by the complainant's daughter, in favour of her father, respondent No.2”, the Court
observed.

The Court further observed that the FIR, filed more than five years after the woman's divorce
and three years after her remarriage, lacked merit.

The complainant filed the complaint against his daughter's former in-laws, accusing them of
withholding her 'stridhan'—which included 40 Kasula gold and other articles given at the
time of her marriage in 1999. The daughter had divorced her husband in 2016 and remarried
in the United States in 2018.

Despite the passage of time and the settlement of all marital issues through a Separation
Agreement at the time of the divorce, the father filed the FIR in January 2021, alleging that
the in-laws had not returned the 'stridhan.'

A charge sheet was filed for offence under Section 406 of the IPC for criminal breach of trust
and under Section 6 of the Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961. The former in-laws approached the
Telangana High Court to quash the proceedings. The High Court, on December 22, 2022,
refused to quash the FIR, finding the allegations in the charge sheet to be prima facie triable.
Thus, the accused filed the present appeal before the Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court considered whether the father had any locus standi to file the FIR. The
Court emphasized the established legal principle that 'stridhan’ is the exclusive property of
the woman.

The Court cited several precedents, including Pratibha Rani v. Suraj
Kumar and Rashmi Rashmi Kumar v. Mahesh Kumar Bhada, Maya Gopinathan v. Anoop
SB and Mala Kar v. State Of Uttarakhand which affirm that a woman has absolute ownership
over her 'stridhan,' and neither her husband nor any other relative can claim any rights over
it. The Court further noted that under Section 14 of the Hindu Succession Act, 1956, a Hindu
female is the absolute owner of her property, which includes 'stridhan.’

2.Translate the following Telugu to English (1*15=15Marks)

285 BB (D) VE.N 307 808 @50 0 RS0 80 @DBIFTEN Rrd2RS
QOAHAED  NMOFH JTAT  (1D530D08, JoNE0T IS0 JwE)  &GTIO
QEFDOTIVBECN DA PSS’ HSTPIRTEN o) ON.

D00 DES 307 8085 DE D DaD80e3B30 BoDFIADO @D BV I sse0S, BID
BI0¥6 ST, 20 &BS LHOITS O 573 S STRIN0 DEY 0.

© RKJUDICIAL ACADEMY STRICTLY FOR PRIVATE CIRCULATIONS ONLY




RK JUDICIAL ACADEMY

Institute for Judicial Services Exam
Hyderabad

www.rkjudicialacademy.com | Mob:9052439463I rkjudicialacademy@gmail.com

OBOD ENew, rdOS o TFO, HOSOMT 2rOSOZ MTOSFOATIOND
DEIAIB/RO0BBO D WDTTTTEN IS BT Q. IER T STEOT dHesd
SR BAHDA0E BTN MPONNIAS 2rOSTE) SFONTIETeN / |FRETEAS FHOS
OJE J5TEIEN DOZIDOTION.

PO Joﬁ?gwej 252023 @RNITFIODNS F, SO (A8 H0220HOD
PRITIAR PN Qa8 HODS @‘5}5@6 SITPID L0 N0 PTEO
S50 A8 QTEE0N0E.

SO SOE D020B0DS ci’)cf)ai)*’gf 8 RIS Bs‘&gf IfEA°CV EEOEIAVN),
SVDLOT DODES 2805 BAE, T0I2@0 R2D,)S DaDAVTIE oDESS 0 )adanS oS§E0
G5a9) ). DT, o3 f&(TeD 2.8 &°E. AV TIDES D) o3 DS 50D08)) $)AOT
QB0 0D, §CD @9E03063 °524 2 €87 3IC3ET0E DTEE0S3a3eS),). oD LOMT 23885
DDA [$aIDE 502)0805) (TS adeS FZDEV DeNEI0DS TS o3 fEFeICN
&503) ) BB D20, REVS0ET TS 5240 @l ANS o3 £V 39> 2E8050c0$D
VD DS DODT ey oDE0eS &S oDEAW oD D
50" @D BN DPESST0S T°1S 3)S DFLTLD. DV DES 307 805
$0Z0 DOODS BEH  DNQOTNEITIE  DEZAITE Derold &STI0 BSOS
(BR85S B §' 00oAEB0NB .

PADIBS DV oS5, aTGD o) (5°0 DTEVTA’ 32D, DOBHOD DS Deroes
FEDEB L0, el O B3 D )arOMT 2Ie°)CD. R AV eD.)E FDO0aVENS @D (08030 T
807z 5. DoBeen, ardepen 2,885 HE3ADNTID, DB SEDaS 92050
&GOS BeV0AB. 0838 $DD0D RS0D) DD OB, [P0 DaE)10DaS
DB (A0S B0 a7 IO SaD250 TV @D 53008, &
L&géo £92))E0E) @0 AR, DEZASSE EeN™ ATBT T 3D IS 380D
FEIIV0A.

3.write an essay on the following
(2*20=40 Marks)

1.Examine the rules of admissibility of electronic evidence under the Indian Evidence
Act. How has the rise of digital technology affected the handling and admissibility of
electronic records in court?

2. Examine the impact of the doctrine of precedent on judicial independence. To what
extent does adherence to precedents constrain judicial creativity and discretion?
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Illustrate your answer with judicial decisions where adherence to precedent has

significantly impacted legal development
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