
 

NATIONAL LAW UNIVERSITY, DELHI 
B.A.LLB.(Hons.): IV-YEAR, VIII-SEMESTER 

Mid-Semester Examinations, April-2016 
Paper 8.4:  Clinic-II 

Time: 2.00 Hours                 Total Marks: 20 
 
Instructions: 

1. Read the questions carefully and answer. 
2. No clarification shall be sought on the question paper. 
3. Do not write anything on the question paper except your Roll No. 

 
Part 1 

Q- 1  Prepare the reply of the following petition?                                        (7Marks) 
 

In the Court of District Judge, Family Court,  Dwarka  New Delhi 
 

Rakesh Kumar S/o Parveen Kumar aged about 29 yrs r/o H.No. 10 Sector -10 Dwarka Delhi  
                                                                                                                            ___ Petitioner                                         

Vs 
Ms Shashi Bala w/o Rakesh Kumar D/o of Sh.Roshan Lal , aged about  26 yrs r/o H.No. 7 Sector 2, Dwarka 

New Delhi                                                                             ----Respondent 
 
                           Petition for dissolution of marriage u/s 13 of Hindu Marriage Act  
Madam, 
 
The petitioner respectfully submits as under : 
 

1) That the marriage of the petitioner with respondent was solemnized as per Hindu rites and ceremonies on        
2nd Feb 2012 at Delhi and an affidavit to this effect is enclosed  

2) That the status and place of residence of parties to the marriage before the marriage and at the time of filling the 
petition are as follows:  
 

 Husband   Wife  
Status Age Place of residence Status Age Place of residence 

 1) Before the marriage 25 Delhi Unmarried 22 Delhi 
 2) At the time of filling the petition 29 Delhi Married 26 Delhi 

 

3) That the marriage was consummated, but no child was born out of the wedlock. 
4) That the respondent was very cruel from the beginning and perpetrated the cruelty both metal and physical even 

on the first day of marriage on the petitioner as the respondent did not allow the petitioner to consummate the 
marriage and avoided the same on flimsy and untenable grounds. When the petitioner insisted for a reason, she 
informed the petitioner that she was having love affair with a boy in her neighborhood with whom she also had 
physical relation and she wanted to marry him. She further informed that she had been married against her 
wishes. 

5) That on one hand the respondent did not perform her matrimonial obligations and on the other hand the behavior 
of the respondent became intolerable, unjustified and unreasonable with the passage of time. The respondent 
never allowed the petitioner to come near her and was maintaining indifferent attitude towards the petitioner.  

6) That the respondent used to tell lie about everything and had falsely informed the petitioner that she was 
employed when she was never employed. 

7) That the respondent in order to keep her love affair alive, stayed most of the time at her parental house on any 
pretext.  As a matter of fact, her stay in the matrimonial home was not even for 5 months between her marriage 
to the petitioner and her finally leaving the matrimonial home. 

8) That all acts of the respondent were based on falsehood as she was away to her parental house most of the time 
and since the respondent has not returned to the matrimonial home and has withdrawn from the company of 
petitioner without any cause or justification. 

9) That in the month of November 2012 , the respondent called upon the petitioner to allow her to entertain her boy 
friend in the matrimonial home which was not liked by the petitioner and the petitioner informed her that it is 
not justified to bring the boyfriend in the matrimonial home when the entire family is living together, but she 
became very arrogant on the same and called the petitioner orthodox 

10) That on 4th December 2012 the respondent created a scene at New Delhi railway station and threatened the 
petitioner that she will involve him in false criminal cases. 
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11) That respondent made a telephonic call at the station to her brother to take her to her parental house, who took 
her to her parental house  

12) That all efforts of the petitioner to bring her back failed and as a matter of fact, she had started putting 
unnecessary conditions for coming back e.g. easy leaving the matrimonial home and living along with her 
parents at her parental house etc.  

13) That the respondent all the time pressurized the petitioner to leave the job and accompany her to her parental 
house and even went to the extent of making telephone calls to the employer of the petitioner to direct him to 
terminate the service of the petitioner.The respondent succeeded in executing her illegal design on 7 July 2015. 
When the petitioner finding no other alternative had to leave the job which gave sadistic pleasure to the 
respondent. As the petitioner refused to accompany her to her parental house, the respondent became furious 
and told the petitioner that he will have to act under her advice, otherwise will face dire consequences. 

14) That the respondent left the matrimonial home on her own without any act on the part of the petitioner and his 
family members and after leaving the home on 12 Dec2015, the respondent has not returned to the matrimonial 
home but the respondent with ulterior and malafied motive and illegal design filed a false complaint with the 
anti dowry cell on 2ndFeb. 2016 making false allegations against the petitioner and his family members. The 
petitioner and his family members were kept in lock up in the Dwarka Police Station on 26-12.2016 and, 
thereafter, in judicial custody which caused great humiliation to the petitioner and his family members. 

15) That the deeds and misdeeds of the respondent have caused great mental torture and the petitioner has realised 
that it is no more safe for him to live with the respondent. 

16) That the conduct of the respondent in maltreating the petitioner is wilful and unjustifiable, and is of such a 
character which may cause damage to life and mind of petitioner. 

17) That the respondent has always behaved like an arrogant woman and treated all the family members of the 
petitioner as her personal servants and did not help her mother-in-law in household work at all. 

18) That the respondent was always using harsh words while talking to petitioner and other family members without 
any provocation. 

19) That the petitioner has not in any manner condoned the acts of cruelty of respondent. 
20) That the petition is not presented in collusion with the respondent. 
21) That there has not been any unnecessary or improper delay in filing the petition. 
22) That there had not been any other previous proceedings between the parties except the criminal complaint filed 

by respondent which is pending investigation. 
23) That the marriage between the parties was solemnized at Delhi and as such the courts at Delhi have jurisdiction 

to try and adjudicate upon the instant petition. 
 
It is, there-fore, prayed as under: 
i) That the marriage between the petitioner and respondent may be dissolved by a decree of divorce on the 

ground of cruelty under s 13 (1) (ia) of the Hindu Marriage Act. 
ii) That any other relief which this court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case may be 

granted to the petitioner .  
 

Place: New Delhi                                                          Petitioner through counsel 
                                                                                        A.S. Gupta Advocate 
Date: 1/3/2016  
 
Verification; 
Verified that contents of paras no 1 to 23 of the petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief and nothing material has been concealed therein. 
                                                                                                           Petitioner 
      Place; New Delhi 
      Date; 1/3/2016 
        

Q- 2    Virender, S/o ChanderLal r/o H.No 23, ShamaPuri, Delhi is a tenant occupying the first floor of a 
building for the past ten years on monthly rent of Rs 1,000 exclusive of all other charges. Ramesh Kumar 
S/o Ran Singh-landlord has been residing on the ground floor of the same building. On 10 April 2015, 
Ramesh Kumar told Virender to either pay an increased rent of Rs 2,000 or vacate the tenanted premises, 
failing which he will take forcible possession of the same. These threats are still repeated frequently. 

  
 Prepare a suit for permanent injunction against Ramesh restraining him from forcibly dispossessing 

Virender without the due process of law, since the rent is duly paid up to date.     (9 Marks) 
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Part 2 (Multiple Choice Questions: 0.25x=4 Marks) 

Please mention the correct response 
 
Q-1     A plaint can be rejected  
(a) Under Order 8, Rule 10 of CPC 
(b) Under Order 8, Rule 10 A of CPC 
(c) Under Order 7, Rule 11 of CPC 
(d) None of the above 
 
Q-2    A suit for damages for breach of contract can be filed, at a place 
(a) Where the contract was made  
(b) Where the contract was to be performed or breach occurred 
(c) At the direction of the court 
(d) Both (a) and (b) 
 
Q- 3    If in any case in which the defendant sets up a counter claim the suit of the plaintiff is stayed , discontinued or 

dismissed , the counter – claim 
(a) Is liable to be stayed , discontinued 
(b) Can nevertheless be proceeded with 
(c) Is liable to be stayed but not discontinued or dismissed 
(d) None of the above 
 
Q-4    If the plaintiff wants to withdraw the suit, then 
(a) The plaintiff can withdraw the suit against all the defendants if there are more than one 
(b) The plaintiff has the liberty to withdraw the suit against some of the defendant if there are more than one 
(c) The plaintiff has the liberty to withdraw the suit against anyone of the defendants  
(d) All the above 
 
Q-5     In a suit, issues are framed in respect of  
(a) Questions of fact 
(b) Questions of law 
(c) Mixed question of fact & law 
(d) All of the above 
 

Q-6   In case the suit has been instituted in a court having no jurisdiction, territorial or pecuniary, the plaint is liable to 
be 

(a) Returned 
(b) Rejected 
(c) Either (a) or (b) 
(d) None of the above 
 
Q- 7  Issues mean 
(a) Contentions arising out of plaint only 
(b) Contentions arising out of written statement only 
(c) Rival contentions of the parties based on there pleadings  
(d) None of the above 
 

Q- 8  Pleading can be amended 
(a) Before the trial court 
(b) Before the first appellate court 
(c) Before the second appellate court 
(d) All of the above 
 

Q- 9  Pleading has been defined  
(a) Under Order 6, Rule 1 of CPC  
(b) Under Order 6, Rule 6 of CPC 
(c) Under Order 6, Rule 3 of CPC 
(d) Under Order 6, Rule 4 of CPC 
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Q- 10  Pleadings must state 
(a) Facts 
(b) Law 
(c) Evidence 
(d) None of the above 

 
Q-11  Propositions are 
(i) Set-off and counter –claim arises out of the same transaction 
(ii) Set-off should not be barred on the date of the suit while counter – claim should not be barred on the date of 

filling of written statement. 
(iii) Claim for set-off cannot exceed plaintiffs claim, whereas counter- claim can exceed the plaintiffs claim.  
 In respect of the aforesaid, which is correct? 
(a) Only i is correct 
(b) i & ii are correct, iii is incorrect  
(c) i & iii are correct, ii is incorrect  
(d) ii & iii are correct, i is incorrect 
 
Q-12  ‘Pleading’ can be amended  
(a) Before settlement of issues 
(b) Before conclusion of plaintiff evidence if plaintiff wants to amend the plaint 
(c) Before conclusion of defendant evidence if defendant wants to amend the plaint 
(d) At any stage of the proceedings 
 
Q-13  ‘X’ residing in delhi, publishes statements defamatory to ‘Y’ in Calcutta. ‘Y’ can sue ‘X’ at  
(a) Delhi 
(b) Calcutta 
(c) Any central point 
(d) Either in Delhi or in Calcutta 
 
Q-14  If a defendant fails to file the written statement within 30 days from the date of service of summons, the court 

for the reasons to be recorded in writing can allow him to file the same, within 
(a) 90 days from the date of service of summons 
(b) 90 days from the date of expiry of 30 days from the date of service of summons  
(c) 90 days from the date of the institution of the suit. 
(d) 30 days from the date of expiry of 30 days from the date of service of summons. 

 

Q-15 Under Order Vl, Rule 16 of CPC, the pleadings can be ordered to be struck out 
(a) If are unnecessary, scandalous, frivolous or vexatious 
(b) If tend to prejudice, embrass or delay the fair trial 
(c) If is an abuse of the process of the court 
(d) All the above 
 

Q-16  Set off can be of  
(a) Ascertained sum of money 
(b) An unascertained sum of money 
(c) Either (a) or (b) 
(d) Neither (a) nor (b) 
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