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in English except in the case of candidates who have
 who has not opted for Hindi Medium, his/her answers in
will not be evaluated.

No. 1 is compulsory.

s from the remaining five questions.

d form part of the answers.
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. P visited the store to buy a water purifier priced at
‘requested R for a purifier with a copper filter. As P wanted
credit, with the intention of payiﬁg in 9 equal monthly
rantor for the transaction. S (a friend of P) came
arantee for payment of water purifier. R sold P, a water

P made payment for 4 monthly instalments and after that
with reference to the Indian Contract Act 1872, the
ntor to pay the balance price of water purifier to R.

R sold the water purifier misrepresenting it as having a
ctually has a normal filter? Neither P nor S was aware of this
iscovering the truth, P refused to pay the price. In response to P's
the suit against S, the guarantor. Explain with reference to the

1872, whether § is liable to pay the balance price of water
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be the only member. According
company can be incorporated?
(7 Marks)

h limited liability. It's an alternative
beﬂeﬁts of bm:ted habﬂlty at low
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course of business, B acquires
s aware that these goods are
ds to purchase and sell some







he revokes Shyam’s
e letter at his end,

'l. b
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁe to recover his cmmm1ss10n from Rama, if yes,

11 be the amount of such commission? (3 Marks)

payable at a certain period after sight, must be presented to the

'f for payment. Under which scenarios presentment for paymé.nt is not

nt is dishonoured at the due date for presentment
(7 Marks)

and the instrum
the provisions of The Negotiable Instrument Act, 18817

| ﬁbé-u-t the following Regulatory bodies of the Government of India: -
o
jes Exchange Board of India

rve Bank of India
(6 Marks)

olyency & Bankruptcy Board of India

PTC E@tél“é in Bombay decided to sell their furniture by auction sale. For this

pointed RN & Associates as auctioneer. They
¢ bidding. A right to bid was not notified by them.

arpose, they ap invited top ten

rchitects in Bombay fo

re was put up in lots for sale. It was decided that for every lot of furniture
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S 1e AT BIRI o fevour 6f MEE Dbeer instead of Mr, Madhu.

_ ‘Mr. Dev and Mr. Madhu argued that auction sale was not lawful. Give your opinion
~ L with reference to provisions of the sale of Goods Act, 1930 whether Auction Sale will
 beconsidered lawful or not? _ e

“Dissolution of partnership dmesn t mean dissolution of firm”. Do you agree

with this
statement? State any three altuauons where court can dissolve the partner ship firm.

(7 Marks)




‘Contract
(6 Marks)

sued a cheque as a donation to Mr. 22
(7 Marks)

he light of the Indian Contract Act, 1872.

gering transaction but which are

yreement of a contingent contract.

(6 Marks)
| Basmati rice delivered on approval 100 bags of rice of
. on sale or returnable basis within a month of delivery.

5 bags of rice to a regular customer K. A week later

lying in this context of the Sale of Goods
(7 Marks)







