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- fewvit— g gvIUT FT IW HAA T fe<l fadt &
9T ¥ AT AfFET gt ITI & AT T §@
g JEq | |

Attempt five questions in all, selecting at least two ques-
tions from each Part. All questions carry equal marks.
o gig FeA & IR AT IAF 9T @ & 7T FAT
sifvard &1 gat Te & 7F A &

PartI (¥ D)
1. Attempt any two of the following:—

-(a) Limitation bars only remedy but does not déstroy

the right itself. Explain and elucidate if there is
_ any exception to it.

P T. O.
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(b) Effect of fraud and mistake on the Law of
Limitation.

(c) Explain the bar of limitation contained in section
3 of the Limitation Act, 1963.

frafafaa § A fFl @ & sw e .

(a) GREW ¥ SYAR R afdid B § W @E
Afgar H fae 7 &t 2 At s 8
ATEIE R A T WE AT GEAN Hor |

(b) ffm faf W ue qun qfe w1 T |

(c) ufedim sifafam, 1963 #t & 3 ¥ IeafEq
qfidinmasia &t s Sifau | 20

2. Although no special indﬁlgence can be shown to the
Government which in similar circumstances, is not
shown to the individual suitor one cannot but take
practical view of the working of the Government
without being unduly indulgent to the slow motion of
its wheels. Explain the above statement with respect to
condonation of delay on sufficient cause under Section
5 of the Limitation Act of 1963. -

TEft WER F GOY oug, W At =fe @ @
qutar s 8, T gwler o1 wwar @ e wER %
FrEEeH & IR ¥ 3WF ufeEl S weR T ¥ owfy
TAfas 3] g4 o1 @I fshior a9 |ehal
? | g sifafem, 1963 #t /0 5 % el wata
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mmﬁmﬁm%aﬁﬁsﬁmmaﬁm
ST | | 20

3. (a)

(b)

4. (a)

Discuss the true scope of the expression ‘time
requisite for obtaining a copy of the decree,
sentence or order appealed from’ in Section
12(2) of the Limitation Act of 1963.

ufedtar sifuftam, 1963 &t a/r 12(2) ® ‘fesh,
feRY W IRW, Nl o # W W
sfafafy @ O ¥q o g ahehs ®
TE uftenta & faaew sifsg 10
Discuss the legal disabilities covered under the

law of limitation. Whether Section 8 constitutes
an exception to the rule of disabilities?

Qﬁﬁmﬁrﬁé;whwﬁaﬁﬁmﬁmw
ﬁréawaﬁﬁm 10

Describe the distinctions between Section 18 and

"~ Section 19 of the Limitation Act of 1963. What is

the effect of ackowledgement under Section 19 if
it is made after the expiry of the period of limi- -
tation? ' ' '
gfeEian sifafm, 1963 & aW 18 3R uWr 19 %
e g w1 auld G 3k wia gE
gfdi stafy St wwfa & o @ 9t @ 9«

| SHEH 9T 19 % qEd T GRonH B ] 2 10

P.T.O.
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(b) What is the distinction between Article 113 and
Article 137 of the Schedule to the Limitation Act
of 1963?

it afafEm, 19633%311@%311%3113
st s 137 & o A% dn 82 10

5. (a) What are the essential ingredients of the
Arbitration Agreement contained in Section 7 of

the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996? .

e sk gaw sfartEm, 1996 # oA 7 &
St AreeE FR é; AETTH SEHT

i - | 10

(b) Discuss the grounds and procedure to challenge
the appointment of Arbitrators.

merel # FrfE B sTaf| w0 % el R
aor sfwa &1 faa=a Sifsu — - 10

6. Discuss the law laid down by the Supreme Court in
‘Bharat Aluminium Co. vs. Kaiser Aluminium
Technical Service, SLT (2012) 71 Vol VII’ and explain
in what manner it has overruled the judgement in
‘Bhatia International vs. Bulk Trading SA, AIR 2002
SC 1432. | |

ﬁaarr:qmm'mmqa@ﬁmmﬂ A FE
Tgfufrm eitwa afde wotdodto (2012) 71 e
vl ¥ afasfaq fafe & fa=a S qw @w
Y T MEA FTATAA T seoh S(ET ThoTo
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TodgodRo 2002 THoHlo 1432 ¥ fofa = few Gf
¥ 3 faar 31 20

. Elucidate the principles laid down by SC in SBP & Co.
vs. Patel Engineering Ltd., 2005 (8) SCC 618, for
deciding an issue regarding the nature of the function
of the Chief Justice or his designate under Section 11
of the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996.

weaeyy 3R gow AfUfEW, 1996 i g 11 &
F=rfa g Afd O 3u% wIfafed & wE &
wWEY & ar ¥ fFd frames # ffifea +3 3g
SBP & Co. vs. Patel Engineering Ltd. 2005 (8) SCC
618 W I=IaW AAWE R Afdiyd fagrl &

fargretaor wifww | - 20

.' Attempt any two of the folloWing:

(a) Validity of an award given by even number of
Arbitrators

(b) Competence of the Arbitral Tribunal to rule on
its jurisdiction

(c) Can an issue of winding up of a Company be
referred to Arbitral Tribunal? ' '

Frefafea ¥ & fdl & & s fafaT:
(a) WA e ¥ weel g} e war sifufroia @t
fafemrar
P.T.O.
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9 S FgEEar

(c) ¥ feedt o & qﬁanm * ﬁm Hl
mw#wﬂﬁ%%%mmm%’
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