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LL.B. Vith Semester

Moot Court, Pre-Trial Preparations & Participation in Trial Proceedings

Paper-V

Note : Attempt all the questions.

Q.1

Q.2.

Q.3.

Q.4.

Q.5.

Q.6.

What relevant information will be collected by an advocate
when a person comes to him for the purpose of filing a claim
petition of motor accident before a tribunal?

What relevant information an advocate will collect from the
person who has come to file a complaint of dacoity or Theft or
Robbery or Kidnapping before the court?

Discuss in brief about the pre-trial preparation of civil case on
behalf of both parties i.e. the plaintiff and defendant.

What are the pre-trial preparation of prosecution and defence
in criminal case?

3 Moot Courts

Viva — Voce
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Propostition- 1

The plantiff (Ram Swaroop) aged 51 yrs S/0 Sri Mathura Prasad R/O Village
Rasoolpur Parganah & Tahsil Distt. Budaun filed a suit on 17-5-2004 for relief of
specific performance against the defendant no. 1 Smt. Raj Vati aged 30 yrs. W/o
Nani Ram R/O Vill. Upraila Parganah Tahsil & Distt. Budaun who has agreed by a
registered agreement on 25-09-2002 to sell ¥ of the plot no. 228 area 0.537 hectare
situated in the village Rasoolpur (aforesaid) for Rs. 40,000 . The defendant no. 1 has
received Rs. 10,000 in advance at the time of this agreement and she has agreed to
execute the sale deed in favour of plantiff within three months after the disposal of
pending disputes again courts againt her. It is important to note that a revision no
374/2002 was pending against her in the court addl. Commissioner Bareilly under
sec. 17 U.P .Land Revenue Act. Which was decided on 17.5.2003 (Balak Ram v/s
Rajvati). After that Balak Ram filed a suit No. 50/2003 against her under section
229B of U.P. Z.A. & L. R . Act which was dismissed on 18-03-2004 . It came to the
Knowledge of the plantiff that defendant no. 1 has executed the sale deed of aforesaid
plot for Rs. 46,000 on 31-07-2003 /15-10-2003 in fovour defendant no. 2 i.e Smt.
Janaki Devi aged 56 yrs. W/o Ganga Sehai R/o Rasoolpur Paraganah, Tahsil Distt.
Budaun.

The planiff has requested many times to the defendant no. 1 for execution of sale
deed and a written request was also made by him to her on 12-01-2004.
The Defendant no.1 in her written statement on 15-2-2005. Admits the execution of
an agriment to sell with plantiff but see alleged that despit her numerous requests to
the plantiff for execution of sale deed, he was not willing and ready for it. The plantiff
wanted to take the plot without paying remaning amount. She denied that she has
executed andy sale deed in favour of defendant on. 2. She claimed that she has still
title over the plot. The written statement filed by the defendant no. 2 states that she
had no knowledge of the previous transaction of the plantiff & defendant no.1 and
the defendant no. 1 has executed the sale deed in her favour bonafidely for Rs.
46,000.



Argue the case before the court.

Propostition- 2

Divya was the daughter of Sri Pyare Mohan who is the resident of Mohalla Raj
Nagar, Budaun. She was married in 2008 with Sri Yogesh raj Resident of Mohalla
Adarsh Nagar on this occasion her father presented to the bride and bride groom
many valuable items of about five lakh rupees. However, after sometime, her in-laws
told her to make demand of a Maruti car from her father. When she told that her
father was not in such economic position to gift the car, they began to misbehave with
her and day by day their cruelty with her increased. Many times, her brother Sanjay
came there and requested her in laws to send her parental house for few days. They
refused and told firstly to send Maruti Car and then talk about Vidai. Once Sanjay
went there with his friend Amar, resident of the same Mohalla, same statement was
repeated there and they misbehaved and abused with Sanjay. Neighbors of her In-
laws told to Sanjay about cruelty and inhuman behavior with Dibya. She was beaten
merciless by her husband and in laws On the 1% Jan. of 2013, at the moring about
7:00a.m. Amar from Adarsh Nagar informed to Sanjay on phone that Dibya has died
in the night and they are making arrangement for the immediate funeral of her body.
Sanjay with his father and uncle Mr. Sunil went immediately to Adarsh Nagar he saw
the dead body of Divya lying in the verandah of the house. When they enquired about
her death, her in laws told that she has died because of cardiac arrest, They saw blood
stain on mouth of the deceased and sign of strangulation. Sanjay immediately lodged
the F.I.R at Civil Lines Police Station at 9:00 am of 1% January,2013. Investigating
Officer went on the place of occurrence and made investigation and sent dead body to
hospital for Post Mortem. Yogesh Raj and his father were arrested. Later on charge
sheet was filed before the court. On 25™ Feb. 2013

Argue the case before the court on behalf of prosecution and defence.



Propostition-3

Sukh Ram aged 40 yrs. Was in employment of National Mineral Development
Corporation as a helper. He was receiving wages Rs. 4000 per Mohth. On 19.07.
2012 he was working in the second shift from about 1:35 p.m. in the vehicle provided
by the employer. At that he did not complain about any pain or stress. Subsequently
about 2:00 p.m. he was required to work on conveyer at the height of 150 feet above.
At about 4:00 p.m. it was announced that Sukh Ram had fallen down which was seen
by Sri Ram who was a workman there. He was declared dead. His Post mortem
Examination revealed that he suffered a cardio-respiratory arrest. His widow Sunita
claimed the compensation of Rs. 4,00,000/- before the Workmen’s Compensation
Commissioner on 20 October 2012. It was the contention of the corporation that the
cardio-respiratory arrest of the deceased was on account of the fact that the deceased
was an old patient of heart ailment. On that day deceased was feeling uneasy. He did
not join duty. He was sent for medical help at 3:45 p.m. Where he died in the
hospital. He died due to natural causes and not on account of any work allotted to him
by the corporation. Notice of accident was served on employer on 10" Aug. 2012.
Argue the case before the workmen’s Compensation Commissioner on behalf of

claimant and the corporation.



