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1. Jurisprudence progresses as well as regresses. Th

1e late nineteenth-century analysis of
rights which Hohfeld brought to completion makes a notable advance In clarity. But rights
(=4 = =

of each of the four Hohfeldian types are spoken of by Aquinas, as well as by the civilian
lawyers of his age (and indeed of earlier ages). The word Tight’ translates the Latin ius or
jus, the root of the word’s justice’, urist’, juridical’, and Jurisprudence’. Though
does not use the plural forms of the word ius as often as w
sheer mistake to claim, as some have, that he lacked or repudiated the concept of rights in
the modern sense, in which a right is ‘subjective’ in the sense of belonging to someone (the
subject of the right). When he defines justice as the steady willingness to give to others
what 1s theirs, Aquinas immediately goes on to treat that phrase as synonymous with
their right (ius suum); hence he treats a right/rights (ius/iura) as subjecti
the word to speak of ‘objective’ right, that 1s, what interpersonal action o
right-morally or legally, depending upon the context. Hobbes, who got 1
Benthamite and Austinian positivism, spurned the classical juristic trad
Tight’ as liberty in the sense of sheer absence of duty.

state of nature where they have no duties. This move e

more generally, in political and moral philosophy. Fortunately, the mistake is quite obvious.
If no one has any duties to or in respect of others, it will be more accurate to say that no one
has any rights at all. For everyone, in such a state of affairs, is subject to being destroyed
or abused by everyone and anyone else, and everyone’s actions can be impeded as much
as any person or group cares, and is able. to arrange. The truth is that the concept of a
right makes little sense save as (the Hohfeldian claim-right) a correlative of someone else’s
duty, or (the Hohfeldian liberty) as protected by someone else’s duty of non-interference,
or (the Hohfeldian power) as promoted by the duty of officials and others to recognize and
effectuate one’s acts-in-the-law (or their ethical counterparts), or (the Hohfeldian Immunity)

as protected by a similar duty of officials and others not to recognize another’s juridical
acts as it purportedly bears on my position.

Aquinas
e use the plural ‘rights’, it is a

ve. He also uses
r relationship is
nspired much in
ition and defined
So, people have most rights in the
xemplifies regression in legal and,

(Extracted, with edits and revision, from The Oxford Handbook of Jurisprudence and Philosophy
of Law, Edited by Jules L. Coleman, Kenneth Einar Himma, and Scott JJ. Shapiro)

1. The Jural Correlative of Privilege is:

(A) Duty (B) Liability

(C) No right (D) Disability

Which of the following statements is not true about Treatise on Law by St. Thomas
Aquinas?

(A) He classified law into eternal law, natural law, human law and divine law

(B) He belonged to the Historical School of Jurisprudence

(C) According to him, human nature is perfected or fully realised by harmonious and
habitual excellence in the exercise of its intrinsic capacities and powers

(D) The first primary precept is that good is to be pursued and done and evil avoided
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“Right is an interest which is to be recognised, protected and “nfores
| hy

3. Who said,
law"?
(A) Roscoe Pound (B 8almortid

(&) Holland (1) Bentham

4. Which of the following theories can be identifiod ne o theory of right?
(A) Bracket theory (1) Fietion theory
(C) Will theory (D) Concession theory
5. Consider the given statements:
Statement I: Rights in Rem are the rights in the things of othera alsy gl
. aid; 1
encumbrances. wried
- : : , :
Statement II: Rights in Re propria means the right available againat the o
= o = Whola

world.

Statement III: Rights in Personam mean the rights in one’s own things

Choose the correct answer:
(A) Statement I is correct

(B) Statements I & II are correct
(C) Statements I, IT & III are correct

(D) None of the above

II. The Indian Contract Act is a classical model of contract law that covers various codes that
govern general contracts as well as specific contracts. Contract of Bailment, one such type
of contract under the Indian law of contract, talks about the delivery of goods from o,
person to another for a purpose. Under this contract, the bailee is given a right to iy
Right to lien is defined under Section 171 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, which ralk,

about the general right to lien of bankers, wharfingers, factors, attorneys of high couss

and policy brokers.
Generally, two parties are involved. The banker who lends money to the borrower or the

customer, who then provides a security in exchange for the loan. Both parties are enr:i;fad
to some of the rights that are associated with the securities that were Provlded. It 53
possessory right which allows the bank to have temporary possession of the goods gnul
the customer’s outstanding debt is paid. The banker the right to act as the trustee of nhlrl}
property as long as they are acting within their powers as the cu.s“todl.an andftlo,m;;;e
the property without giving notice to the customer. The llandmark )udgmen; oﬂ;}i ,; o
Bank v. Vijay Kumar and Others dealt with the issue of whether or not a a!‘ e; £ ;m
to lien and set off was a general and customary right guaranteed to‘ th.em. In t‘m't :rl s
of Halsbury’s laws of England, this judgment recognised the banker’s right to gener

was a right guaranteed by the law and not the contract. .
(Extracted with edits from “Critical Analysis of Bankers Right of Gleneral Lien” by

Khalid Bhendwade, IJLRA, Vol. 11, 2024)




6. Who among the [ ‘

provision i: ("ll‘lt (‘t“"""':“,‘l'(":‘.ﬁ! tAn exercise right to General Lien in the absence of any
1. Ifactors

1. Brokers

. Wharlingers

v, Attorneys

(A) 1y (D) iv and i

() 1and i () All of them
7. 'l'hv.Rmh‘vs l'i;:llf to retain the To0la until he receives die remunetration for the
services, he has rendered in vespect of them i known aa:
(A) Particular Lien (B) General Lien
(C) Particular Retention (D) General Retention
Q. With respect to bailment, a Banker;
(A) Has a right to a particular lien on fixed deposits
(B) Has a right to a general lien on fixed depogits
(C) Has a right to a general lien on savings account
(D) Hasno right to a lien on a savings account or fixed deposits

9. Which one of the following is not an essential characteristic of Bailment?

(A) Physical delivery of goods

(B) Delivery of goods for some purpose

(C) After the purpose is accomplished, the goods must be returned

(D) Goods may be returned to the owner or otherwise disposed of according to the

directions of the person delivering them

10. Which one of the following are bailments?
i. Hiring a Locker facility in a Bank
ii. Taking a Gold loan from the Bank
iii. Hypothecation of the vehicle for loan to the Bank

iv. Giving car for valet parking
(A) iv (B) iv and ii
I11. Dominic Ongwen, a former commander of the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) in Uganda, was
convicted by the International Criminal Court (ICC) in February 2021. The case marked a
significant milestone in international criminal law, focusing on issues of child soldiering,
forced marriage, and sexual and gender-based violence. Ongwen was found guilty of 61
c:ounts of crimes against humanity and war crimes, including murder, torture, enslavement,
forced marriage, rape, and conscription of children under the age of 15 into armed groups.
The ICC’s judgment emphasized the importance of accountability for leaders who exploit

=

(C) 1 and 11 (D) All of them

children in conflicts and commit sexual and gender-based crimes.
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15. l‘:ﬂ':}"‘i:i‘:‘l (()1111:11:]\'.(\“:,l,'.:f -i‘:l‘.n'l'.mm'nln hest '«.llw'rilw.ﬁ the sniq'nif’innmvt- ”,f the Prosecutor v.
: o context of international eriminal law?
(A) It was the first case to nddress environmental crimes in international conflicta
(B) It marked a milestone in nddressing segunl and gender-based violence and the

exploitation of children in armed conflicta

> ) .~ i i : 4
() It was the first cage to involve cybererimen committod by international armed

groups
(D) It primarily focused on the financial agpects of running an armed group
o or anle with an option to repurchase
I'he easentiala of an agreement,
he summarized. An ostensible
for reconveyance

V. Whether an agreement is a mortgage by conditional aal

ie a vexed question to be congidered in the facts ol each cage.

to qualify as a mortgage by conditional anle, can succinetly
1 ownership, but containing a clavge

will clothe the agreement as a mortgage by
Transfer of Property Act the observed,
1wl be deemed to be a

cale with transfer of possession anc
in accordance with Section 58(c) of the Act,

conditional sale. Referring to Section 68(c) of the
that a transaction shall 1

' is contained in the document which purporis
tion between the

lied upon

“A deeming fiction was added in the negative

mortgage unless the condition for reconveyance
to effect the sale.” The issue under adjudication was whether the transac
as an absolute sale of the property or it was a mortgage. The court re
ajendra Prasad and Anr, 2006 SC and held that

parties w
by conditional sale

the case Bishwanath Prasad Singh v. R
A bare perusal of the said provision clearly shows that a mortgage
must be evidenced by one document whereas a sale with condition of retransfer may
be evidenced by more than one document. A sale with a condition of retransfer is not a
mortgage. It is not a partial transfer. By reason of such a transfer all rights have been
transferred reserving only a personal right to the purchaser and such a personal right would
be lost unless the same is exercised within the stipulated time. The execution of separate
nveyance, either contemporaneously or subsequently, shall militate
ditional sale. There must exist a debtor and

agreement for reco
and the transaction value, along with

against the agreement being mortgaged by con

creditor relationship. The valuation of the property,
f time for reconveyance, are important considerations to decide the nature

nt. There will have to be a cumulative consideration of these factors, along

of the agreeme
Js in the agreement, intention of the parties, coupled with other attendant

with the recita
circumstances, considered in a holistic manner. The language used in the agreement may

not always be conclusive.

(Extract from Prakash (Dead) By LR. V. G. Aradhya & Ors, 2023 SC)

the duration o

16. The proper remedy for the mortgagee in a mortgage by conditional sale 1s:

(A) to institute a suit for sale
(B) to suit for recovery of money
(C) to institute a suit for foreclosure

(D) Both (A) and (B)

bt
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E—‘—:& ¢ the conditions of mortgage by conditional sale is that.
qe7 (Z;le ‘:1 payment of mortgage money, the sale shall be voidab]e

(@) .

(B) on payment of mortgage money, the sale shall become void
(C) the mortgagee shall receive the rent and profitg and wi]] appropri | ‘
towards the dues A ]
(D) All of the above ig

18. What is the common clause between mort
mortgage? ang En ;
(A) Transfer of ownership of mortgaged property m‘il
(B) Transfer of possession of mortgaged property
(C) The right of mortgagee to sell the property
(D) Delivery of documents of tit]e

gage by conditiong] sale

19. What is the limitation period in case of mortgage by conditiong

(A) 3 years (B) 12 years
(C) 30 years (D) No time limit

1 sale?

20. Which of the following expresses the distinction between a mortgage by ]
sale and a sale with a condition of repurchase? condlﬁona]

A) Ina mortgage the debt subsists and a right to redeem re

: uk mains with the g
but a sale with a condition of repurchase is not a lending and hoppg: -
arrangement OWing

(B) In a mortgage by conditional sale, generally the amount of

repurchase, the amount of consideration is generally equal to or cloge to the valy
of the property

(C) Both (A) and (B)
(D) Neither (A) nor (B)

V. The Companies Act, 2013 does not deal with insolvency and bankruptcy when the compani_e_s
are unable to pay their debts or the aspects relating to the revival and rehabilitation of the

under Section 271 of the Companies Act, 2013. The two situations are not identical. |
Section 271 of the Companies Act, 2013, even a running and financially sound
can also be wound up for the reasons in clauses (a) to (e). The reasons and groun
winding up under Section 271 of the Companies Act, 2013 are vastly differentr» J

reasons and grounds for the revival and rehabilitation scheme as envisaged un
The two enactments deal with two distinct situations and in our opinion, thex
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W owe examine whet her there ia diserimination or violation of Artiele 14 of the
( India. For the I'l‘l\'i\'lll n?ml rehabilitation of the companies, certain sacrifices
[| quarters, including the workmen. In cade of insolvent comparies, for
: ake l,(',-mr\'i\'nl and regeneration, everyone, ineluding the secured efeditors nnrivt.h;-
the *~”‘| and State (Glovernment, nre rogutired to make anerifices. The workmen slse have a
(‘vll\ : .-md from the povival of the company, anvd therafore unlesa if is found that fhe
oA (O ¢

ated wht
(“"”q qution 0
W .- A uil‘(‘(] {rom A

art

penelit
; ifice ‘n\'i.‘-‘:u:t‘li for the workmon, which cortaindy form s aeparate aan, are erierets and
1l ; 3 T, y y E

gets Lgome 80 A8 {0 be manifest [y unjuel and arbitrary,

wis will ot aet aside the legislation
| that some or marginal aacrifice ia to be made by the wevlears Wea
o find out whether there was a vielation of Arkiele 14
right to life under Atticle 21 Constitation of
exnmine the watetfall meeharam anvisaged
i terma of grounds

lnmh
-ﬂh‘])' ol |
\\'Ull]li .'1':-‘0 l‘l"](
‘the ('ﬂnsti(uimn 0
. infringed, We must word by word
118 Companies Act, 2013, where the company 14 wornd up
971 of the Companies Act, 9014: and the rights of the werkmen when the
ht to be revived, rehabilitated or wotnd up ndey the Code. The

«t of the objective and purpose of the two anactments

, the grount
ot the argument that
{ Indin or whether the

company 18 SOUg
s and gituations in the conte

: P enti]'t’l)‘ different.
‘L‘ (racted, with odits and revision, from the judgement in Moser Paer Karamehari Union Thr
OxtIe )

Pr sident Mahesh Chand Sharma V. Union of India and Ors, 2024 8CC Online SC 547)
Pres

Je following cases, it was held by the Supreme Court addressed

ghts, RB’s role and judicial Intervention?

nee Corporation of India v. Escorts Ltd

91. In which of tl
shareholders rl

(A) Life Insura
®) R.K Dalmia v. Delhi Administration

(©) Dale And Carrington Invt. P. Ltd. v. P.K. Prathapan
(D) Rohtas Industries Ltd v. S.D. Agarwal & Anr

on can be held criminally liable for

99. The extent to which a corporation as a legal pers
] persons employed by it i called

its acts and omissions and for those of the natura
(A) Corporate manslaughter

(B) Lifting the corporate veil

(C) Corporate criminal liability

(D) Corporate social responsibility

93. In which of the following cases, the constitutionality of the Insolvency and Bankruptey

Code, 2016 was upheld by the Supreme Court?
(4) RPS Infrastructure Ltd. v. Union of India
(B) Paschimanchal Vidyut Vitran Nigam Ltd. v. Union of India
(C) Union Bank of India v. Financial Creditors of M/s Amtek Auto Limited

(D) Swiss Ribbons v. Union of India
9 #
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E% tor other than a ma naging Director or a whole-time Directo
‘eclo. "

. ‘ | . | :
ke A‘\‘ o . who does not have any mat('rrm]. or pecuniary relatIOnshlp Withor . K
L . than the remuneration is called the%
Directors othel nlh
A) [mpartial Director u
(B) Promoter
(C) Independent Director
D) Associate Director
95. Which among the following is not a duty of Dircctor of the f:omr)'m'y')

(A) To file return of allotments
(B) To disclose interest
(C) Duty to call upon the shareholders to attend the Board meeting,

(D) To convene General meeting

VI. As new situations arise; the law has to be evolved in order to meet the chal]
“Nge of

new situations. Law cannot afford to remain static. It should keep pace with Sich

socio-economic norms. We have to evolve new principles and lay down new ng Cha“gi' g
g Wh

Ich

would adequately deal with the new problems which arise in 3 highly induygty:

economy. We cannot allow our judicial thinking to be constricted by reference tozla )

as 1t prevails in England or for that matter in any other foreign country. We g, Ielaw
need the crutches of a foreign legal order. We are certainly prepared to receive thtogger
whatever source it comes but we have to build Up our own jurisprudence and e canzm

countenance an argument that merely because the new law does not recognize the Nlle(;;
strict and absolute liability, we cannot have it too. Court should not feel inhibited by thig
rule merely because the new law does not recognise the rule of strict and absolute lial')ﬂm-.
The enterprise must be held to be under an obligation to provide that the hazardouys f;l.
inherently dangerous activity in which it is engaged must be conducted with the highest
standards of safety. The court discussed the scope of the Epistolary jurisdiction ang
reiterated that procedure being merely a handmaid of Justice should not stand in the way

liz;,j 2

to access to justice.

(Extracted with edits from M.C. Mehta v. Union of India (1987) 1 SCC 395)

26. In which of the following cases, the term “Epistolary Jurisdiction” was first used i
India?
(A) Fertilizer Corporation Kamgar Union v. Union of India, 1981 SC
(B) Mumbai Kamgar Sabha v. Abdul Bhai, 1976 SC
(C) ADM Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla, 1976 SC
(D) Amba Devi v. Union of India, 1984 SC

10
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»
% o7 \hich of the following offences under the Indian Penal Code (IPC) has a strict liability

COnnotation?
A) Theft under Section 378 1PC

(B)

(

Defamation under Section 499 1PC
(©) Bigamy under Section 494 1PC
(

Selling adulterated food or drink under Soction 272 1PC

D)

{or hig own purpose, brings on hig land and
{if it escapes, must keep it in at
all the damage which

.« “The Rule of Law is that the person who,  OWr

" collects and keeps there anything.likul.y to (‘lo _mnschu: :
his peril: and if he does not dohso is prima facie angwerable for
is the natural consequence of its escape”.

©o
[0

Above rule has been evolved by the:
(B) Justice Blackburn

A) Lord Burrough
(D) None of the above

(C) Lord Baron Diplock

99, The rule of Rylands v. Fletcher is not applicable:

ﬂ (A) When the escape is due to vis major or act of God
(B) When the damage is due to the wrongful or malicious act of a stranger

)
(C) When the escape is due to the plaintiff’s own fault
(D) All of the above

30. In India the ‘Absolute Liability’ theory on the basis of injuries caused by the hazardous
industries was propounded by:
(A) V.R. Krishna Iyer, J. (B) P.N. Bhagwati, C.dJ.
(C) Kuldip Singh, d. (D) M.N. Venkatachaliah, C.J.

VIL The landmark judgment of Bangalore Water Supply and Sewerage Board v. A. Rajappa
& Others, delivered by the Supreme Court of India in 1978, significantly influenced the
interpretation of the term ‘industry’ under the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The case
cantered on whether the Bangalore Water Supply and Sewerage Board, a statutory body,
could be classified as an industry under the Act, thereby making its employees eligible for
certain protections and benefits. Prior to this case, the definition of ‘industry’ had been
subject to varied interpretations, leading to confusion and inconsistency in its application.
The Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, broadly defined ‘industry’ to include any business, trade,
undertaking, manufacture, or calling of employers and any calling, service, employment,
handicraft, or industrial occupation or avocation of workmen. However, this expansive
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cially concerning Stafutory bodieg anq ,
i pply and Sewerage Boar g
duties and public Welfa,,

definition left room for ambiguity, esp ter Su
organizations. In this case, the Bangalore Wate
it was not an industry, emphasizing its R s to provide essent;
The Board contended that its primary purpoée Wjate enterprises, Onl
to engage in profit-making activities typical Offfﬂt the Board’s activit; : Oth
the respondents, including A. Rajappa, argued (,.1.1 ‘its employees sh el Wi
scope of an industry as defined by the Act, and Lbu's’dustries The § oulq be ¢
the benefits and protections accorded to workgrs in 1; i ‘ix.ldust u’preme C
judgment, undertook a comprehensive analysis of the e. b ry. The ench’
Chief Justice M. Hameedullah Beg, laid down a broad and inc Usiye deﬁnltion Of .
The Court asserted that what mattered was the nature of t_he ac_tlmty and the re t‘.i
between the employer and the employees. This inter p?etat.l(?n almec.i t0 engyp, thag '
range of workers, including those employed in public utility services, Statutol,y
and even some non-profit organizations, would be covered under the Protectjy,
of the Industrial Disputes Act. The decision in Bangalore Water Supp]y - I\
& Others had far-reaching implications. It extended the scope of laboyy Prote:
broader spectrum of workers, ensuring that more employees could benefjt from the g¢
resolution mechanisms and other safeguards provided un.der the Industrial Dj
This judgment underscored the judiciary’s role in interp?et.m.g labou:r laws t
justice and protect workers’ rights in a rapidly industrializing nation,
(Extract from Bangalore Water Supply v. A. Rajappa & Others, 1978 9 Sce)

e

SPute,
O Bromg

31. According to the Supreme Court’s judgment, what is the most Importapt g,
determining whether an activity constitutes an industry?

(A) The profit-making motive of the employer

(B) When there are multiple activities carried on by an establishment, itg i
function has to be considered. If the dominant function is not commercia] },
of a workman of an industry under Industrial Dispute Act may be given

(C) The nature of the activity and the authority of the employer over itg e \

(D) When there are multiple activities carried on by an establishment, all the
must be considered. Even if one activity is commercial, the employees w
the benefit of workman of an industry under the Industrial Dispute Act

(A) It reduced labour protections for workers o
(B) It extended labour protections to a broader spectrum of workers 3

(C) It had no significant impact on labour laws

(D) It only affected private sector workers

12
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5,

34.

3.

VIII. Vivian Bose,

exceptional ¢
facts which are particularly with

The State of Ajmer (1956 SCR 1
“This lays down the general rule that in
prosecution and section 106
be impossible, or at any rate disprop
facts which are ‘especially’ within the
without difficulty or inconvenience. The wor

PG

WhiCh.Of the following best describes the term ‘industry” as defined
Court in t y' ng defined by the Supreme
A) Any activity

(@) Any systematic act
for producing or digtributing goods and gervices

employees

Only qctivities con
od to manufacturing

his judgment?
involving profit-making
vity organized by cooperati
. ] y cooperation between
tween an employer ¢
i and

ducted by private enterprises
goclors

)
D)

Activities limit
judgement, the Supreme Court held that when an
g workers for personal services to its
the association

andmark
artment owners em ploy
alify ag workmen under the Act and
al Disputes Act?

aintenance Society Ltd. v. Workmen,

fthe following I
gociety of ap
ge workers do not qu
under the Industri
t Owners Housing M

[n which 0
ciation OF
ers, tho
Industry”
artmen

2ss0
memb
js not an t

Ltd. v. Workmen, 2024 SC

ment Owners’ Society
4 Flat Owners Society

(B) Anand Vihar Apart
s Union v. Kanchanjung

C) Kanchanjunga Building Employee
& Anr., 9024 SC

None of the above
orks Committee”

D)

Under the In
and which of

dustrial Dispute Act, 1947, what 18 the role of the “W
the following correctly describes its function?
a body formed by the Central government to address
ployer and employee 1n public sector industries

essal body constituted by the em
ving amity and

committee is

(A) The Works
tes between em

wage dispu
ployer,

nce redr
good

mittee is a grieva
for securing and preser

ote measures

(B) The Works com
he employer and employee

primarily to prom

relations between t
ns on industrial

nding decisio

rks Committee is responsible for making bl
trenchment and closure of industrial units

(C) The Wo
yoffs, re

disputes related to 1a

(D) All of the above

ed that Section 106 of the Evidence Act is designed to meet certain
gsible for the prosecution to establish certain

dge of the accused. In Shambu Nath Mehra vs.
has stated the legal principle thus:
case the burden of proof 1s on the
et certain exceptional cases in which it would
ult for the prosecution to establish
d which he could prove
facts that are

e

J., had observ
ases in which 1t would be impo
in the knowle
99) the learned Judge
a criminal

is designed to me
ortionately diffic
knowledge of the accused an
d ‘especially’ underscores
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- exceptionally within the knowledge of the accuged. It

pl.v_(\nlil](‘.n.(l]_\’ o‘l (.‘\.(.od otherwise, it would lead to the very startlin
were to be 111‘:‘01‘]’; (lln;(’lvn lies on the accused to prove that he
i l;lull()l know better than him whether he did o
R \‘Vhlo f(i)1l1(m1t:iol1 and Privy Council hag twice
e bf:(;i]l: cor't;nin other Acts outside India, to mean that the g
re}?l‘“dut‘(o( show that he did not commit the erime for which he ;
‘i::;lzllc \:. the King. ]93-?6 PC ](%:() (AIR V 23.) (A) a
at b.49 (B). In case resting 01.1 crrcumstantial
provide a reasonable explanation ag ye
in the chain of circumstances,

added, ity
g conc
did not
r did not
refused to const,

lusi,
SOMmit g
It is gy g
TUe thig o
, &
rden Jjgg on the *
‘ , S tried. e8e
nd Senevirane V. R, 1936 ‘:11
evidence, ap accuged e
‘ ; G Pergoyy
quired by S, 106 ¢q N f

uld serve 44 an addy;
(Based on facts from State of West Bengal vg, Miy Mohammag Omay _
SUPREME COURT 2988) & Org, Alg ,

nce Act, 1872, in cases where the bur
the prosecution, which of the followin e

§ accurately reflectg th i o
Section 101 and 10g of IEA, 18799 4 relatlonsh]p
(A) Section 106 is an exception to Section 101

(B) Section 106 is inten
beyond reasonable

(C) Both A and B
(D) Neither A nor B

ded to relieye the prosecution of their ¢
uty to
doubt under Section 101 prwe%

37. ‘Any person’ in Section 106 of the Indian Evidence Act refers to:
A A party to the suit/proceeding

B A stranger to the suit/proceeding
(C) A witness

(D) None of the above

38. In which of the recent foll

owing cases, Supreme Court expounded the prine
relating to the applicability

of S. 106 of Indian Evidence Act?
(A) Anees v. The State Govt. of NCT, 2024 SC

(B) Anita v. NCT of Delhi, 2024 SC
(C) Abhay v. Union of India, 2024 SC
(D) Anish v. The State Govt. of NCT, 2024 SC
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G
39. Whatis the phrase “Presumptions are like bats, flitting in the twilight but disappearing
in the sunshine of facts” indicate?

(A) Presumption shifts the burden of proof to the party against whom the presumption
operates, but the burden shifts back to the original party once rebutting facts are
presented

(B) Presumption is a substantive piece of evidence and it completely relieve the
prosecution of its burden of proof, as longs as {he presumption is established in
the beginning of the trial

(C) There are different categories of presumptions and the highest degree of
burden of proof permanently to the accused, who must

presumption shifts the
disprove the presumption beyond reasonable doubt

(D) Presumptions are irrefutable facts that, once established, cannot be negated by
evidence brought forth in the case

40. Which of the theories emanate from Section 106 of Indian Evidence Act?
1. Doctrine of Res Ipsa Loquitor
9. Theory of reverse burden of proof
3. Doctrine of last seen together
4. Presumption of innocence

Select the correct option:
(A) land2 (B) 2 and 3 (C) 3and 4 (D) 1and 4

IX. The jurisdiction of this court has been invoked for protecting the Great Indian Bustard
and the Lesser Florican, both of whom are on the verge of extinction. India faces a
number of pressing near term challenges that directly impact the right to a healthy
environment, particularly for vulnerable and indigenous communities including forest
dwellers. The lack of reliable electricity supply for many citizens not only hinders economic
development but also disproportionately affects communities, including women and
low-income households, further perpetuating inequalities. Therefore, the right to a healthy
environment encapsulates the principle that every individual has the entitlement to live
in an environment that is clean, safe, and conducive to their well-being. The promotion of
renewable energy sources plays a crucial role in promoting social equity by ensuring access
to clean and affordable energy of all segments of society, especially in rural and undeserved

" areas. This contributes to poverty alleviation, enhances quality of life, and fosters inclusive
growth and development across the nation. Therefore, transitioning to renewable energy
is not just an environmental imperative but also a strategic investment in India’s future
prosperity, resilience and sustainability. The right to equality under Art. 14 and the right
to life under Art. 21 must be appreciated in the context of the decisions of this court, the
actions and commitments of the state on national and international level, and scientific
consensus on climate change and its adverse effects. By recognising the right to a healthy
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“i::;"‘,:(\m;: of N‘(.;,m MK Ranjitsinh and Org v, { nion of Indm, 2024 SC)
(\"7"'""““ “',”n“ objective of United Nationg Framow oy, Convention on
s ¢ 18 b b "
41. (‘i‘;t{‘:“(‘::f:"“ international envi1~011mental treaties on hllla
€

Clima ..

' \\'(‘l . . hange 4..[ " . !
[: tabilize greenhouse gas concentratign n the atmg b at
To st y : ] ]

B h:lman-i”duced interference wit}, climate change e

“topy,
i v,
C) To stabihize carbon footprintg 5y 4 Oversee globa) diveyg; 3
((D) All of the above S1t; prOtect
. followin Sustainabl
42. Which of }Ehe Z . g e Development Goalg (SDGS) :
climate change? Speclﬁcally :
(A) SDG 31 (B) SDG 13 (©) Shg 192 ® sp H |
43. In which of the follOWing cases, the Supreme Cq G5 ‘ |
basic environment elementg .

would be hazardous to life’

eld ¢
Name] I, watep and soq at any
are
India and Art. 48A

Within thg s > Which Nep. 2Neg
and 51 Ag) must }, : dNing of Artlcle ) Cesg

be intey t Lof ty,
(A) M.C. Mehtq V. Union of Indig 200 Preted in gy ght of
(B) M.C. Mehtg v Kamg] Nath, 2000 s
(©) Vellore Cltlzens Welfare Forum ni
N of Ing
D) M.c. Mehta v. Union Carbige 9%,

(B) Supreme Cou
of climate ch
India, 2024 SC

(O) e e 1S no Separate recq

from adverse effects of o]
to a clean environment’

D) None of the Above

gnition given by the Supr

eme Court fop. ¢
imate change’ 55 it wag

already recognige,

(A) The Montrea] Protocol

(B) The Kyoto Protocol
(C) The Parig Agreement

(D) The Rio Declaration
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h the aim to protect
d regulation of the
o the securities market in India

1096, SEBI's powers to regulate
adminiatrative, and
lalogated legislative

SEBI was established as Indin's principal capital marketa regulator wit

cecurities market in India. BT is empowerad to regulat
by the SEBI Act 1992, the SCRA and the Depositories Act
{he securities market are wide and include delogated logialative,
adjudicatory powers to enforce SKBIs regulations, SEBI axereises 18 |
po\\-(‘l- l\\’ inter alia (‘rnming rvgnlntimm and "!’I)erinfl'ly i mending therm to keep up with
the dynamic nature of the securities’ market, SKBI hag jasued A number of mg-ulm.irmg‘rm
various areas of security regulation which form the backbone of the framework governing
the securities market in India.

and expressly states that it

Section 11 of the SEBI Act lays down the functions of SEBI
ities and to

schall be the duty of the Board to protect the interests of investors in secur
promote the development of, and to regulate the securities market, by suich measurgs as
it thinks fit". Further, Section 30 of the SEBI Act empowers §EPI to make regulations
consistent with the Act. Significantly, while framing these regulations, YEPI consults ifs
advisory committees consisting of domain experts, including market experts, leading market
players, legal experts, technology experts, retired Judges of this Court or the High Courts,
scademicians, representatives of industry associations and inv

eator associations. During
the consultative process, SEBI also invites and dul

y congiders comments from the public
on their proposed regulations. SEBI follows similar consultative processes while reviewing
and amending its regulations.

(Extracted, with edits and revision, from the judgement in Vishal T jwari v. Union of India,

[2024] 1 S.C.R. 171)

46. Which of the following is not a committee setup by SEBI?
(A) Technical Advisory Committee
(B) Competition Advisory Committee
(C) Intermediary Advisory Committee

(D) Market Data Advisory Committee

47 Which among the following is not a function of SEBI?
(A) regulating substantial acquisition of shares and takeover of companies

(B) prohibiting and regulating self-regulatory organisations

(C) prohibiting insider trading in securities
(D) promoting investors education and training of intermediaries of securities

markets
E




st
% h List I with List II.

48, Matc

List I

ion of Securities and Exchange List I

t
f Board of India Act, 1992) (Provlsmn fdl- ‘

A, Section 6
B. Section 11
(. Sectio

L. Offences b

Y co
9 ower to m -
n 27 111, Remoyy) of m

kre
embgy
ard

V. unctiong of Boay

Choose the correct answer:
A) A-L B-IIL C-1I, D-IV ® ALL B G. i 3
@ AThEs e (D) A-IV, B-II, .1y, g

49. The process by which an organisation thinks about an

d evolye F
stakeholders for the common good, and demonstrateg 9 it pg B

its Commitp,

by adoption of appropriate business processes and strategjeg ; is calq t
(A) Annual general meeting (B) Corporate social reﬂponmbd
(C) Issuing Shelf prospectus (D) Incorporati ility

on of a cOmpany
50. Inwhich of the following cases did the court struck down the
to nationalise banks and pay minimal compensation to th
(A) Shri Sunil Siddharthbhai Etc v. Union of India
(B) R.C. Cooper v. Union of India
(C) United Bank of India v. Satyawati Tondon & Ors
(D) Punjab National Bank v. Union of India

attempt,of
e Shal'ehol

XI. Article 14 of the Constitution stipulates that the State shall not deny to '
before the law or the equal protection of laws within the territory of India, /
that the State should not discriminate against any citizen on grounds onl
caste, sex, place of birth or any of them. Article 15(4) stipulates that no_r-
shall prevent the State from making any special provision for the ad
socially and educationally backward classes of citizens or for the Sch*
the Scheduled Tribes. Article 16 deals with equality of opportunity
employment. Clause (1) of Article 16 guarantees equality of opportunity fo

matters relating to employment or appointment to any office under t!
stipulates that no citizen shall be discriminated in or be ineligible for :
office under the State on the grounds only of religion, race, caste,
birth, residence or any of them. Clause (4) of the provision states th
shall prevent the State from making any provision for the reserva (10
posts in favour of any backward class of citizens, which in the opi
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s represented in the services under the State. The purpose of the equal opportunity
ﬂdeqt‘m in Article 16(1) and the reservation provision in Article 16(4) has emerged as a
p1.111c1p1§1t of the jurisprudence on reservations in this Court. A discussion of the journey
fock;lel’:;inp eting models of equality that the Court has espoused and their evolution over
of t1

rse of the years is necessary to understand the constitutional vision on equality.
ours i
the €

. suened constitutional amendments by which Article 16 (4-A) and 16 (4-B) have
The 1%]]1? ied flow from Article 16 (4). They do not alter the structure of Article 16 (4).
i mbe]iﬁ t1.1e controlling factors or the compelling reasons which enables the State to
i r?tfar reservation keeping in mind the overall efficiency of the state administration
H.O\'l(.{e, '(t)icle 335. Sub-categorization within a class is a constitutional requirement to
lmde‘]\(ilubqtm;tive equality in the event that there is a distinction between two sections
Sejcul,](/, :q- éub-classiﬁcation must not lead to the exclusion of one of the categories in the
: M t;;lodel that provides sufficient opportunities to all categories of the class must be
ﬁ;;red and Sub-classification among a class must be on a reasonable basis.

Justice Bela Trivedi opined, in dissent, that presidential list of scheduled castes notified
under Article 341 cannot be altered by the States. Any change to this list can only be made
by a law enacted by Parliament. Sub-classification, according to her would amount to
témpering with the Presidential List and undermine the object Article 341, which aims to
eliminate political influence in the SC-ST List. Further, she emphasised the importance of
adhering to the rule of plain and literal interpretation. She mentions that any preferential
treatment for a sub-class within the presidential list would deprive other classes within
the same category of their benefits. In the absence of executive or legislative power, state
lack the competence to sub-classify castes and the benefit reserved for all SCs. Allowing
states to do so would constitute a colourable exercise of power, which is impermissible under
law. Justice Trivedi concluded by affirming that affirmative action by States must remain

within constitutional boundaries and held that the law laid down in E.V. Chinnaiah case
was correct and should be upheld.

(Extract from The State of Punjab & Ors. v. Davinder Singh & Ors. 2024 SC)

51. The issue of whether the State can further sub-classify within a class for the purpose
of reservation first arose in:

(A) MR Balaji v. State of Mysore

(B) T.Devadasan v. Union of India

(C) Akhil Bharatiya Soshit Karamchari Sangh (Railway) v. Union of India
(D) The State of Punjab & Ors. v. Davinder Singh & Ors. 2020
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ile proposing the inclusion of 5 X

. Dr. B. R Ambedkar, W¥1 : of Artie
g D:aft Constitution (which correspor{d to Articles 341 anq f;: 3004 K
tified, any elimination from the list op - 2d0£ the
addit,

indicated that once no :
to be made by Parliament and not by the President. This h‘mitatio )
(A) Protect the rights of the SCs and STs class people n

interference of the Executi g

B) To exclude the further inter Executive havj X

®) of the disturbance in the Schedule so published by the Prx;gj:p Y i
eng

To remove the discretion in the hands of Executive to save the ;
Ntepg,
tes|

and STs people
®) To eliminate “political factors

(©)
” from disturbing the list

Articles 14, 15, and 16 has provided a tool to march gy - 5
lity. Em phasis has been given to affirmative action so award,
derprivileged so that they can march forward, Ress to gj
matters of education and in public employment have been used to perv 5
treatment to the backward classes. What are the other articles of tll;o
along with, the objective of the Constitution to achieve social e c°n°n11':eq'

be achieved?
(A) Arts. 46, 335 and 338
(B) Arts. 335, 341 and 342
(€) Auts. 46, 335, 838, 341 and 342

53, The trinity of
economic equa.
treatment to the un

(D) Arts. 46, 335 and 342

le Justice B.R, Gavai, in the above-mentioned judgment held that, “sub-
amongst the Scheduled Castes for giving more beneficial treatment is permis
law”. He also gave some criteria on which the sub-classification may be imp {:
by the State. Which of the following is that criteria? TV
(A) The criteria for exclusion of the creamy layer from the Scheduled
Scheduled Tribes for the purpose of affirmative action could be diffe
criteria as applicable to the Other Backward Classes 3

54, Hon

(B) Sub-classification would be issi i i
i permissible only if there is a re: 1 ,
sub-clags as well as the larger class e

) ile doi
(€) That while doing so, the State will have to Justify the same on the basis

data that a sub-class i
. -class in whose favour such mor: i :
18 not adequately represented more beneficial ot

(D) All of the aboye

% Which 0 the following 15 not required for sub.classification of the Sche
b /

quacy of representation of a castelgroup because of its
t be collected by the State on the it
he “services of the State” mhg;“i:“mm,f?hﬁ e

Ihe inade
‘ﬁ; he data mus
( of a caste in ¥

buCkWardnessd iistrati st be view:

friciency of admini ration mist ed in 4 manner which promotes mclusion

(O ity as required by Article 16(1) g
ercise of the power under Articles 15(4) and 16(4) is not required

The State in ex
to further clagsify the Scheduled Castes

D)
ons have had a significant impact on the Frop b
1law, effectively contributing to the establishment of a h"_m“ 2
rding to Henkin, international organisations “repre mmlaws gt
a child of law”. For instance, the Charter of the United Nations (UN) an&nm,iu
specialls nd other international organisations have played a crucial role ir
haping international law. The World Health Organisation (WHO), the Organisation
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) and the International Labot g‘m‘ .
aLo) are among the organisations that have contributed to the significant transfc 8 Kl!,fl:lb:
mternational Jaw sources, 'actors and processes over the past century. Since its est: 25
with an initial membership o?‘ fffty-on‘e states, UN has undergone signif estaﬁ[m]m .
pecoming & diverse and multidimensional global institution with a current mem pmen
193 nations. The UN has positioned itself as a global constitution N
to safeguard and uphold a minimal world order. Numerous ex o
recognise the UN as a crucial international organisation for the

security.
Imakky, “The Role of International Organisatiy :

Analytical Assessment of the United Nations
WORLD, Vol. 9 No. 28, 2023) y .

jonal Organisati

€.
" nte,nationa
aystenm: ‘Acco
for it is itself L
ed agencies a

(Rawa A
Law: An
LAW and

(A) State Aircraft
(B) Civil Aircraft
(C) War Aircraft
(D) All of the above



58. The Economic and Social Council consists of 54 Zm.:c@.mo:?m Uniteg i
by the General Assembly distributed as:

(A) African States and Asia Pacific States

(B) Eastern European, Western European and other States
(C) Latin American and Caribbean States
(D) All of the Above

UN Charter General Assembly may establigh

59. Under which Art. of . such
rformance of its functiong? mcwmm&
Ay

organs as it deems necessary for the pe
(A) Art. 19 of UN Charter

(B) Art. 20 of UN Charter

(C) Art. 21 of UN Charter

(D) Art. 22 of UN Charter

60. Article 21 of the Constitution of WHO, each Member has undertakep, th,
e

to take action acceptance on Conventions adopted by: o_utmmﬂou
(A) One third votes of the Health Assembly
(B) Two-third votes of the Health Assembly
(C) Special Majority means Three-Fourth votes of the Health >mmm55%
(D) All of the above
ionghi ie
in India, unlilke many other countries, In Lata ,J_AM\M‘”_MW .NMM:Q me:
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Adoptions and Maintenance Act, 1956 provides for grant of maintenance to a legally i”“—“““
I , T
, 1. The Hindu Marriage Ac
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., whether 2 relationship will fall within th

we ¢ _::.11:_@@: within nﬁm Bm.ﬁj—sm of Section 2(f)

ure c._ i the entire relationship invariably,
s

d:_v\._,._~ tionship between two unrelated per
ela

€ expression “relationship §
0P in
o of the DV Act, we should have 4
ay be a question of fact and degree
80ns of the opposite sex meets the Smaw

*a n

from Indra Sarma v. V.K.V. Sarma, (2013) 15 SCC 755)

.« the Sc0Pe of .m:ﬁxmwm.. required to determine if a relationship falls withi
ession “relationship in the nature of marriage” under Section 2(f) of SHW

dering the number of children born in a live in relationship

onsidering only the cohabitation period of the relationship and there emotional

ﬁﬁmonwsﬁ%
ing a close analysis of the entire interpersonal relationship, taking into
facets

® ©
cO

OOB.QCO&
©) m—oooCSn all
ating only the financial aspects and mutual agreements of the relationshiy

@) Evalt : :
there is any written agreement between the partner

and if

hich of the following case, the Supreme Court read down the word “adult mal

..‘T‘—e/\ .
c\ 1 Section 9(q) of the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005?

A) [ndra Sarma V. V.K.V. Sarma

(B) Hiral P. Harsora v. Kusum Harsora

() Uma Narayan v. Priya Krishna Prasad

(D) All of the above

As per Section 20 of the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2
while disposing of an application under Section 12(1), the Magistrate may direc
spondent to pay monetary relief to the aggrieved person so that the aggrieved p

63.
re
can:

(A) Live a life that meets at least the bare minimum needs for survival and b:
well-being

(B) Live a life that is consistent with her standard of living which she is
accustomed

(C) Live a life that is consistent with her kuma..m standard of living

(D) Live a life which can cover her medical expenses and expenses incurrec
litigation of domestic violence
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XIV. The Supreme Court affir

64. In which case, the threegudge bench of the Hon ble Suprenye Couy
interpreted the term “shaved household” and has held that * Hiveg ¢
has lived in q dom
meaning. The Living
Permanency. Mepe
householq?

(A) Satish Chander Ahuja v. Sneha Ahuwa
(B) Rupa Ashok Hurrg V. Ashok Hurra
(©) SR. Batra v. Tarun Batra
(D) B.R. Mehta v. Atma Devi

t 'm!z

B
" at any, m"
< have to be given its norma| and V'8

i
. ofertouile d iy, g
of woman in a household has to refer to a liy g )y h) "
fleeting or casual living at different places s

65. Under Indian Lay. €an a woman in a live in relationship claim mg
S. 125, Cr.P.C. despite not being a legally wedded wife?
(A) No, as per the Interpretation of statute ‘wife’ means legally weddeq v
includes who has been divorced by, or has obtained a divorce from |,
B) Yes, a Woman in a live i relationship can claim maintenance u/s
as strict proof of marriage js not necessary and maintenance cannot
evidence suggests cohabitation
©) A Woman in ljye
been cohabiting f,
been cohabiting om g,
1elat10nsh1p

D) A woman in live in relatiouship can claim maintenance only through, , Civil g s
as the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005 (PWDVA) doeg ;Itt
0

1imenunc
€ Ung,
(g

ife ,
er husha:(;i
125 Crp

)
be denjedif
in relationship can only claim maintenance if g

he
T more than five years and dependent childrey, fr }tlas
e

apply to live in re]ationships

that an adjudicatory body cannot base its decision on
whom it is sought to be utilized has been apprised of i
to it. The court noted from MP Jain & SN Jain’s tr
Law that if the adjudicatory body is going to rely on
its decision against a party, then the same must be brought to his
an opportunity to rebut it or comment thereon. It ig regarded as g

him an opportunity to respond to the same... The right to know the
the authority is going to base its decision is an element of the righ
without disclosing any evidence to the party, the authority takes 1'1'51'
and decides the matter against the party, then the decision is vitiate : :
denial of a real and effective opportunity to the party to meet the case against him,

On the issue of the impact of such non-disclosure the Coul:t‘ref.'e'rred to it.s earliep
pronouncements and summarised the principles thus — A quasi-judicial z?ut}-mn-ty has g
duty to disclose the material that has been relied upon at the stage of adjudication. The
actual test is whether the material that is required to be disclosed is relevant for purpoge

24
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®)

lowing requires compliance with the rule of fair hearing?
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. gcz:rol Order under Essential Commodities Act
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1 the provigions of the e, A"“"Dn‘
ity of contracts, the court hag Uiy 3 'Flﬂ \c'
. ' | B
annot assign their obligations oy Liabi) % timg,

teg “'i'hnll i
)
. Il(l_\'lnu" 0 thy

on Bench in Khardah Co. Ltd,
id out this principle as follows:

A g m('n.
Atlong lhcreu" Oy
: Ses of assj ey,
@ contract cannot be assigned except with o .
signed e uth the e, Chtg

Nseny .

Subsy; l‘lioe
the Co, ’ﬂc':
T the lay, a

by $e far are £ } E
OF transfer either of the rights or of the oblig,

1Sed distinction between these two clas

UCK CONRSent i ommm o b I

Snch consent is given, it is really a novation resulting ;;
he other hang. righ .
S nature or the
under an agreem ent

e Tights under a contract are assignable Unless
S Tights are incapable of assignment either und,
between the DParties.” .

[Extracted with egire £ S
acted with edits from Indira Dey; . Veena Gupta, (2023) 8 SCC 124]

71. ‘A’ the absolute owner, with the

¢ nant. The conditional sale d ong)
empowering the v, S g

; ﬁ . g h_e v end'oru torepurchase the Property within seven ye, . ClauSe

of the sale consideration. Which of the follo 2 g ey

is true?
(A) The agreement is invalid

(B) The agreement is not valid because a conditional sale de

ed containj
for repurchase cannot be executed eiieg Clauge

(C) The agreement 1s not valid because the time period provided for ye
the vendor is very long, i.e., seven years PUrEs by

(D) The agreement is valid

. Which of the following is correct regarding the assignability of the contract?

(A) The assignment of contracts is expressly governed by the Provisions outlineq ;
Sections 130 to 137 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872 -

(B) A party to a contract can transfer his liabilities under the contract without the
consent of the other party

(C) A party to a contract cannot transfer his liabilities under the contract without
the consent of the other party

(D) Transfer of obligation can be made to anyone without permission of anyone
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net represertators. . intarest’ e the orreese o bk mming
y the inferest m the contraet i teansferred for % rahuble

. intarast in the sontract develves by mecession

an b . the interast in contraet is gifted by & I desd

yersom n intermeddier

Hant -4 aternetits
1) following statem
Jor the fol redel nable in ‘cases where it can make fo differencs to
e a4 contbra

£t on Baa . * - B =t v
o #/hom the obligation lies 16 which of two persons, he is to discharge
on

'.““ I’ - b
hich is such that the promigor must perform it m person, viz. mvolving
w cni== n o e -
act W |erations Of personal skill or quakifications such as s cradit), are
g1dera -

assignable

3 4ture not ¢ Bl 3 7
it o | rights for the payment of money or fo building woek doiok mvolve
Actual Mg s

ct - derations and are not contracts of a personal nature
nside §

ct answer:
o (B) II and III are correct

(D) 1. 11 and III are correct

ose the €

<ho statements:
ollowing sta r ?
b fa rty to the contract has obtained substituted performanceof the contract
apase

Jaw, such contract is not specifically enforceable. _
as per 1a% the performance of which involves the performance of a continuous

m A 4:or1tra.0t}'1 the court cannot supervise, is not specifically enforceable :
duty whic Amendment Act of 2018, a contract for non-performance for which

111. Afteretnhs(;tion is an adequate relief is not specifically enforceable

Chos;);};le correct answer:

) All are correct

EC; 11 and I1T are correct

_ Consider
T79- I w'here

(B) I and II are correct
(D) Only II is correct

ecently examined the interplay between Section 47 of the Registration

54 of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882. Section 47 of the Regstrat::
hich registered document operates” states that reglsvtered ?C“mﬁon
from which it would have commenced to operate if no registra .
e other hand, Section 54 of the Transfer of Property .nlv
» of immovable property of value aboye Rs. 100 can be ::;i]: t:m ;
i d document. It is a trite law that a tran#er of immovable prcc;fs; eed {ha: i-s
by o ZeE de by a deed of conveyance and in the absence of such ds
e t, title or interest in the immovable

ly b ] :
of sale can on . uired by law, no righ o
d and registered asred };'erred to an earlier decision in Ram Saran Lall

gupreme CourtT
1908 and Section
d “time from Wi
¢ from the time
d or made. On th

. The
2 Act,
Act title

shall operat :

has been require
provides that the transfe

auly 2 The Court re

be transferred. The T s
g ?an onious balance was maintained be
v. Domini Kuer where a harm 3
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1

P

Ale dead is exacuted and
anguage of Section 54 of the

. g enfires agraad comsideratic 4
, where ® f anle deed, after it is registered, it arif) ’fv"faf; fy:’ lﬂ s paid
Pransfer of Property Act and the ||,‘,\"".| " 1 627 pution O " e sals A0 te fremm
Jhen el Y \ i CEE
Section 47 of the registration act. It also implicitly recognised that Nw‘r!i”,‘ ;‘l nﬂim‘ » i A B ofor® atration L {e deed
istinets . 3 ¢ b s gale de
distinction between transfor of tangible immovable property of Value gy, 4 d"‘% “N ' T AL tion of the 84 i
ORI . : ; 1A .t p
}( ss than Rs. 100. In the tormer case, such transfer can only be made ”]m"l‘o Ry, ¢ g, y ) e 0F € : aunication of proposal was complete
Qe L r
instrument, whereas in the latter case the transfor may be either by ,“.Riﬂlnul‘“ '\eg:h" ) DEe o com Ve
. A ) ) ’ ¢
or by delivery of property. | ‘"er‘:‘%:: \ . P it f the abo
s s | (v yone ¢ states that no person shall be degriv is liberty
(Extract from Kanwar Raj Singh v. Gejo, 2024 SO) '"Q'" y N (s stipution states _'h ot ) 4 c S ,Of s liberty e
¥ C - ( ¢ the Con=" | dure established by law. Conversely, wa think that 4 person is
s £ . r - 10 : o REr] et e
76. Which of the following is the effect of non-registration of a compulg | ] )1 00 ith l" on of his liberty only in acmrdal:qe 'm;,.n law. When a person's iberss ty
document? ' Sorily At dan otect! a law, can a personi's liberty be protected even in the face of
: VI, of . pf achof alaw,c 1 the face
. t, gl acc? o phe R breac a -
(A) The unregistered document cannot be adduced in evidence of M’I” s ith dibg I;;""I o flaw? In other words, ".h’mld e r‘,ﬁajn i O Doty
affecting such property any trg 8y, o' ot Ve " iolation o Further, should this Court weigh in favour of a persor's freedom
I S 0} ann N A’ (d : 2 ok 8l
(B) Aslong as the terms, grant or disposition is in writing and fulgy : tigy ¢,I|'Iv.’” h O rvice Vs it has been established that the same was granted in violation of
S 3 . N G 3 s St : ab™ son en e - 2 We wi % €
S. 91 of the Indian Evidence Act, it will be admitted as evidence i cnteﬁa llt"l PSS {_’L‘v' AL Whlec; of justice i S tbAmake e Lha.t
(C) Procedure is a handmaid of justice and registration is merely of 0 ¥ 1'hwlild the s¢2 -prevails will liberty and all other fundamental rights would prevail
T 1 i e Y % ar “ho aw ¢ 4 y y
equirement. Non registration does not make the document Jog Xoceq, ML yule of = including the right o equality and equal protection of law as
court S admjg ib) g 1% hen constiwmon
- g
(D) The unregistered docun &

1ent can be adduced in evi

B o 14 th ereof. Justige Nagarathna: who authored the jufigement: began
is abl e dence if the party nd®, g in ATBC by invoking classical Greek Philosopher L %Shw e be
s able to prove its bonafide addy,; i enshﬂ 1:0uncement 131 e of vengeance but for the sake of prevention and reformation. In his
- sa z 1mi

77. A property from one berson to the other can be transferr, d b, hel‘.p:: i t}:;’ons et f’s gy - m cot o 7 mr w-ho
(A) Court sale, gift, will, inher; 2% be trans'erred bywayds i e, P1at0 T2 rug with a view to pain only, but o do the patient good. This e
1t sale, gift, will, inheritance, relinquishment preatis apply DS ikens penalty to medicine administered for the sake of the one being

(B) Dedication, gift, will, inheritance, relinquishment does oL uﬂisbmenth 3

(C) Private or court sale,

gift, will, inheritance, relinquishment, dedic,
(D) Private or court sale, gift, will, inheri

<0 ifa criminal is curable, he Ought to be improved by education and other
T’y T
ation theo d hus,
tance

ised- he set free as a better citizen and less of a burden to the state. This
Ch‘?st e arts and t }Teart of the policy of remission.” Having said that, she also pointed out
: . o suit atelies af e involved, of the rights of the victim's family to justice and the right
78. Where the member of the family agrees to divide the property amongst the postt eting interceles h by remission or reduction of their sentence. She added.
not necessarily in accordance with the quantum as specified in ]a Mselye ho COEEE, a second chance by : y 5
; ; ; W or Q. i cts tO : be dered in the
their entitlement. It can take into its fold non-family members as wel] 0?1:20:&1 1 o f the cOnVldeserves respect howsogvlfr £ (;: l:w Sh;:;?s;t:mm;;m Can heinous
it is binding on all the members who were parties to it and is enforce‘ Seted, <A woman faith she may IoUOWGEMAAIEIEE o RS
able? ¥ : whatever . ol B d
This division is called: society O :’;};t women permit remission of the convicts by a reduction in their sentence an
. oagd : ”
(A) Transfer of property under the Transfer of Property Act Cumeaniing them liberty?
. 0 ; ] 7 gr . .
) Pevition oF e g Tl o been taken from Bilkis Yakoob Rasul v. Union of India (2024) 5 SCC 431)
(C) Family Arrangement (This extract has
(D) Partition in Interested parties o e
: ds remission can be denied?
79. Property and interest in the property as general rule are transferable, Thi g1, On which grounds :
| ) y rable. s rule of : : . appropriate governmen
transferability is based on the maxim: (A) Onthe discretion of the app p :
(&) Alienation rei praefertur juri accrescendi ®) On the central government’'s discretion
(B) Cuius est solum eius est usque ad coelum et usque ad infernos () Onthe state government’s discretion
(©) Res nullius
f the above
0) Nemo dat quod non habet (D) Noneo
#

28

#
29




: oot related to remission?

4. In Bhartiya Nagarik Suraks

(Govt. of NCT of Delhi) v. Prem Raj, 2003 7 50
ate (GOV™ ™ hav. Khagendranath, AIR 19
ira Rabha 618¢ g3,

’ ~ds to be considered whil

. following needs to © entertag

ich .& the follo ovisions of Cr.P.C., 1973? ZEE:W an
cation for remission under Section 432 of the mvv:om
he Government of the State within who Ow.u,u.o t
as convicted (appropriate Government

only before

S 3 Ul
€ ﬂmnih quw f

slicant We s i ) o
yment within whose territorial jurisdiction the mwba. not MMWH H.E.wa:;
,yred on conviction or where the offence hag ooocd.vrombﬁ BS.w mﬂff
g . . 2 m
sideration for remission must be by way of an applicaty d ay rmw.m a;;
Cr.P.C,1 973 which has to w.n Emmm.w% the conviet o ob.ﬁb@mn : fm.
.‘_ whether there is compliance sﬁnw Section 433A omﬂzm amrm_w&a: \
__ in ag much a8 4 person serving a life sentence he Ow.ﬂuo.Hfr»wMa
“ ag fourteen years of imprisonment has been OOSEmanmen m.mmwnywqwm ”
unless
I
(©) Both (4) and B) :ﬁgw.ag
() Only (A) \

(A)

@) The ex] "mean that nt can seek the

presiding judge

n “may” must |

Opinigp of
any E—.

«d as “shall®
8 "shall”, maki
{ to seek the opinion of the _._.i.:_.:n::_mcr-:
©

g it
..E.Esa
foy
n.:m& Uas&g
an g .
™

ssion “may” allow the presiding judge to re

cation for remission

ha Sanhita, 2023,

the provisi
S10n *.On.
entence of imprisonment of life has replace the term * Commytay;
1 'not exceedi Utatioy
or of fine’ of the Cr P.C. with - gg?&u

(A) not le than seven years

(B) not less than ten years

(") not more than twenty years (D) seven vears
ars

PG

of negligence congist in — (n) duty of
care; .
 has been carelessly breacheq, Negligence .ﬁwm :2« R ed tochie
' duty in the given crcumstances to ohserye care cwao entail Hability
avoid conduct fraught with unre, 2 ¥ 15 an obligation

/ BT 7 asonable risk
' her duty exists in a particular situation involves %ﬁ mma.pmm.eo others,
: ots Are NeCessary for the existence of a duty of ow“—." M. .A_.__WMMMMMM of Jaw.
“ \ eability

gredi€% Lty of relationship be
i n«ox:,:_S. of relationship v.ra,z@m: the parties: and (i L
EAM, “ onable” :.:.: the law should impose a duty of nﬁn@.ﬂm Mwwadwwwﬁﬁ L1
1990 9AC 605, the court held that breach of duty is concerned mﬁ”gw
wjus U?.r that ought to have been adopted in the circumstances and ﬂr“w the
fell below that standard i.e., whether he was careless i

hile quoting NS.*SW Ecinﬁ& Corporation v. Manjulben Jayantilal Nakum,
4 that as a tort, negligence consists of legal duty to take care and breach &?w.a
199 7 stat ¢ Jetermines whether the type of loss w:mmm.«o.a by the plaintiff in the particular
v.nr o occurred can ever d.o actionable. The division of negligence into duty, breach
ont damage is convenient for the purpose of exposition but it can be confusing
0 co o ssues will often overlap. The process of determining a breach of duty involves
b 0caUSe ¥ it it is necessary to ascertain the qualities of the reasonable person, given
ghree SV o attributed to him, would have taken in the circumstances. The ».mneohw that
all™ ble to take into account in this regard are prescribed by law, but the amount of
ot the reasonable person would have taken is a question of fact. Thirdly, it must be
o mined whether the defendant took less care than the reasonable person would have
o
”:7»,:.
i from Managing Director, Kerala Tourism Development Corporation Limited v.

: ot gingh and Ors., 2019 SC)
cepti SiTé

[n the context of negligence, which of the following scenarios best demonstrates the
1ce of all essential elements?

36.

preserl

(A) A doctor prescribes the wrong medication to a patient, but the patient’s immune
system prevents any harmful side effects and the patient does not suffer any
injury

(B) A driver runs a red light, narrowly avoiding an accident with another car and
both vehicles continue without any collision or harm

(C) Ahotel guest tragically drowns in the swimming pool as the lifeguard was assigned
duties as a part time bartender

(D) A construction company delays necessary maintenance on a bridge and despite
having major cracks the bridge remains functional
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(A) Mere poss

B) Expectation of sensible person ;
( I

(C) Foreseeability of probable consequences of hig act |
LB - u v
person ,

S 3 e =<E,=nc

(D) Remote possibility of a ?.:.:2:_.:.c::.,,c.::,_:.: of hig Conseq 35_
person g r: 4

88. A ,E:::i,..,:%.::,E in which reasonable mo_,o%mn::.:_.‘.,‘ test 55__,_.
Privy Council, was: as &maamg

(4) Scott v. Shephard ;:__

(B) Overseas Tankship UK Ltd. v. Morts Dock and m:%.smm:.: ;

Mound Case) g Co, hS
(C) Donoghue v. Stevenson ) @f
(D) Re Polemis and Furness, Withy & Co
89. In which of the following judgment the neighbour principle Was prop

(A) Scott v. Shephard Oungq W

(B) Rylands v. Fletcher

(0) Donoghue v. Stevenson

Evo,.e.m%m?:wmztwa&.<.Eo§mconwmsm mz%:mms.:m Co. 1,
Mound Case) - Litd, Qﬁg

90, Compensation is to be assessed on the basis of:
(A) Rough estimate of loss generally resulting from death
(B) Approximate calculation of damage as a result of death
(0) Legitimate expectation of loss of pecuniary benefits
(D) Closeness in relationship between claimants and the deceased

XIX. “The power to pardon is a part of the constitutional scheme, and we have
mind, that it should be so treated also in the Indian Republic. It has bee
people through the Constitution in the Head of the State, and enjoys hi
constitutional responsibility of great significance, to be exercised when occasion aligeg ;
accordance with the discretion contemplated by the context. It is not denied, anq E%MM_
it has been repeatedly affirmed in the course of argument by learned counsels appeary,
for the Petitioner that the power to pardon rests on the advice tendered by ;

on w&@ mxaozﬁ%
to the President, who subject to the provisions of Art. 74(1) of the Constitution, must g
in accordance with such advice......”

10 douhy, ingy,
1 reposeq by the
gh statyg, 3 it

We ave of the view that it i open to the President in the exer

A cise of the power vested iy
him by Avt, 79 of the Constitution to scrutinise the evidence o

n the record of the Criming]

‘ase and come to a diffepent conclusion from that recorded by the court in regard to the

32

14

Hnpo ed on the accused. fn Aoty
8

NG 36, he
fo the jt dicial teoon g
(e
Gk , wholly different plane from
4 SIS
al power, the nature of which i ertiraty d; e dcted. He aets

fferent from the 40,
yarded as an extension of it, This etneicra T 0 judicial
he regs ‘ 318 30, neter Standing that the
lential act is o remove the stigrma of ¢ P
Z W5 0F gkt from the accused op

Presidens does nes amend oy
A0S ints

ict, and undists
u
thiat ip nhich the ¢ e

2 enti ' 4
that the power under Art. 72 entitles the Presidens t Sxarminie the record of
: nt minal case and to determine for hiraself whether the caseisone d
rvhe ©
of th

.. . 9e3eTving
Jief falling within that power. We are of -

.? / . : © the Presidens B
of .U?\ he merits of the case notwithstanding that it has been Judicially concluded
into' given to it by this Court. In Kehar Singh v. Union of India, 1989 uo
:mm%é:ﬂmv the same obviously means that the affected party need g
stated ﬁ:mm:o n whether reasons can or cannot be disclosed to the Court when the
T TM M@ was not the subject-matter of consideration. In any event, the absence
;on to convey the reasons does not mean that there should not be legitimate
asons for passing the order.

Opinion thas
16t be given

ligat

the judgment of Shatrughan Chauhan v. Union of India 2014(3)8CC 1 ]

- oh one of the following statements is correct with respect to the granting of pardon
Whie
91.

. 9
py the ?mwﬁmwnﬁ.o grant pardon is a constitutional duty. Hence, judicial review is
A eww_czm just as any executive action
aval Mbm«uma don being the privilege of the President, nojudicial reviewis available
@H.m.s ot the decision of the President in granting or refusing to gran 3 pardon
mmmaosm%c%u expressly conferred the power to grant pardon to the President
© ?m%m the President is not bound to rely on the aid advice of the eXecutive

V M_wm wwmmama,m power to grant pardon can be reviewed on the grounds of
& non-application of mind

he above case the Supreme Court held that a minimum period of days be
92. E. ﬂc_mﬁm d between the receipt of communication of the rejection of the mercy petition
mwm the scheduled date of execution.
a

(A) 15
(€) 14

(B) 30
(D) No such time was fixed

What is not true about Art. 21 of Constitution of India? :

(A) Insanity is not a relevant supervening factor for commutation of death %Emunm

(B) Right to life of a person continues till his last breath and that oon,u will protect
that right even if the noose is being tied on .Gm condemned person’ m.umnw

(C) The anguish of alternating hope and despair, the agony of 583@5. and ﬂ.rm
consequence of such suffering on the mental, emotional and physical integrity
and health violates Art. 21 of the prisoners

(D) Art. 21 is a substantive right and not merely procedural
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Id that if the ¢y
e

Supreme Court he
Jf a large number of it ie
> ocent by
Peop), 1y
o

o for the commutation of i
iy,

tat)y ey "U

Il%

the

94. In which case.
killing ¢

and involves the
delay cannot be th
ment?

e sole factc
imprisont

A) Devender Pa State (NCT) of Delhi
B) V- Sriharan Murugan V'
©) Yakub Abdul Ra ok Memon v
D) Shatrughan Chauhan v Union of India

] Singh Bhullar v
Union of India
State of Maharashtra

President’s power t© grant & pardon
egated to the Council of Ministers
1S an essential legislative fi
gislative functy
10n

95. The
@) Can be del
(B) Cannot be de
(C) Cannot be de

(D) Canbe delegate

ated as 1t

e 5,

] N e
ated as 1t 18 p\'prc.\',\‘l_\' cnntol'n‘d on (h(\ Pres,
\'ipp.}\ro:idpnt in tl “Sldo
S e .‘I[?\‘(‘H(‘ > of a
S e of
(he PI’L‘

d to the
siden:

be acceptable as a law. Lon Fuller states that it
standards: (1) The principle must be e -muSt be
gfluer:zll‘\« applied. A pattern Jess ad hoc system otl\f"unded 2 Easur@d
which legal principles should possess. ’I“lu‘s pro, aW.IackS am"h b

at our government is a government of};osltlon is ¢q i desj:&'
< of the law must be communicated to the people to whaws Tathe, t}?Parabe‘i
; ced principles of law. except on rare occasions, sho 1; m they are én"lele
ive manner. Rerroacn\:e application of changes in pl‘eséribes % abplieq dlrecfe:‘
ence ngextenuanugcircumstances. should be avoided 4n°1’ms, subjeo iy,
and inaction should be clearly stated. Fuller concedes that the 1 -« )Standards Ctt“tha
with absolute clarity exactly what is demanded of each indiﬁduafwmaker cannotofactio:
the law may affect him. He does, however, assert that the duty to lln eVery instap, specify
delegated to the enforcement bodies only to the extent that such i a'nfy~the law Slf ’ whe“
environment in which the law must operate. (5) Arguing that resaCtlon = Tequiredob g
consistency, Fuller maintains that the originators of laws shouldptzcjzefor the Ll e
great pajn tos foy

that the body of 1aw is as free as possible from cont i
200 2 radictory m
that law is tied to the capabilities of human beings, Fuller ingjstsa:;;t:}? © Emphasj &
0se who
Dbre

the norms required of individuals must refrain fi i i
‘ Sl rom imposing 1 i ]
actlonyoy inaction. A §tated norm which demands an absurltji Coufs;mi‘)oss%ble Standafgnbe
Puller's idea of the "m'ternal morality of law.” (7) While stare decis? action Nl Viols N
II:eellf \,qfwed by some, if not many people, as a barrier on the pathwas’ Otf oo ha \
it: ];1 }1; of{ thle opinion that abiding by previously announced norms 1'};sd 3 l.ieeded Chang?
im;a.ct j m(t?1 that frequency of change, by its very nature tends to hESlrable iy andof’
pon the persons who are subjected to . ave a deletep;
which the law imposes w ; an abrupt alteration of th . >telouy
pon them. (8) The stud i © reqn
Pk on  asseuti student of American history i ements
; ertion to the effect that whi story 15 B
: ile 3
judgment, it lacked the means by which it might be i the Supreme CourtigE i
[Bxtracted from Tucker, Edwin W. (1965) “Th ght be implemented. nder g
T J . “The Morality
mal; Vol. 40: Iss. 2, Article5.] 'y of Law, by Lon L. Fuller,” Indjang

iple to
following eight

XX, For a princ
terms of the
so that it can be
“nternal morality”
to the often-read statement th

(2) The mandate

(3) Newly announ

prospect

presence of compe.
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f miorality on atate
1ol morality are inherently connectad
te
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¢ thie follo™

”‘””,,”/n 7

z) aw #
( Whe ther Jaw A~
) jpe role of judges 1 interpreting morality
(l rhe influent o of religious valtes or legal system
()
s Lon fruller’s main criticism of Hart's legal positivi
4 Srrism
of a judge to m : 4
ge v ake decisions ”
5 1S on stines

wha! weE al obligations
(gnoTes moral obligations
(A P ; si I
% aces 100 much emphasis on legal rules without consideri
: J . COTE hat
( implwnrmn B
he role of international law in shaping domestic legal
g domestic legai systems

; It i;,'nurr:.e‘ t
((); All of the above
gue that legal standards should be free from contradi
4 contradictions’

¢ Fuller ar
ater judicial discretion

hy does
W Jlow for gré

99-
) T
® To ensure ‘laWS are adaptable to different situations
© To maintain respect for .the law and ensure consistency
) To simphfy legal education .
scribes the concept of “i g
pt of “internal morality” in law accordi

. .h of the following best de

i o Lon Fuller?

Law should be flexible and adaptive to individual ci

®) Law should be explained with clarity and precisio;ncumswnm
ould prioritize economic efficiency

©) Law shi
1d be created by popular vote

aw shou
sent case, the levy of IGST on the su ly of 3 -
on t}}e importer, when tlsapv-alizc :fa:f]?sg:-tvsjz‘? c:;:der.the e
! of imported goods, amounts to double taxati l';he by mclended
taxation implies that the same subject matter is taxed twice wh et g
e The GST law, as framed, does not envisage taxation of men lst;h"mldbe tascdarity
- Jamental principles of GST do not support such an im; 'ii N el e
who s not the recipient of the service butis treated as a deel;:ld = Mﬂ' Latapmiey
charge mechanism, cannot be made liable to pay taxon a servicer:hfrment e g
availed: This stretches the scope of reverse charge mechanism b at t‘he¥ Fateroedacciy
whichis t ?j mpli-fy .tax collection by shifting the liability to pa ;io fl:g b mtend?d P
to the service recipient, particularly in cases where the servil::e proviltliletlz1 : S]emCe pl‘ovit'ier
the taxable territory. Moreover, Eeocc:::g;u;:lnﬁ

India and does not have a presence within
framework requires that a tax should be levied with legislative competence and should

should not

#
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] pights guaran sed

. the reverse charge m

any fundaments ' the A.:_:.::_ i
A o] i 1antsm win Sl .
1t unde Sm :;:::; 3 .—.__o,

contravene

essence of taxation pring iples enshiip d _.acca
Ay

::5 !

of IGST on ocean fre
backing undermines the very
of India.

(This extract is taken i

101. bnngim:h:,::,Z:_:.
double taxation I the

(A) Taxing both the importer vice
) S ehie wan freight under the RCM for :
(B) Tax not pa) able on ocean freag (& M for ClEe ::Uc-.nm

(C) Taxing the service w:x:‘_.ﬁr; and the service recipient for the i
(D) Taxing the importer for both the goods and the services mmcmg“s_a 333
ely

vom Mohit Mine v Union of India CA Ny 1
- * 1390,

¢ Minerals Pvt. Ltd. v. Union of India Judgme

context of GST on ocean freight?

and the exporter for the same sep

or should not be liable to pay GST on o
an fyq:
igh

102. Assertion (A): The import
not the direct recipient o th

the reverse charge mechanism if they are
Reason (R): The reverse charge mechanism is intended to shift € Sery; l,

< ; 5 i the tax Cg,
located outside India to the service recipients withip vz&mz
and R is the correct explanation of A Ingj, ?g
ect explanation of A

:5

service providers
(A) Both A and R are true,
(B) Both A and R are true, but R is not the corr:

(C) Ais true, but Ris false
(D) A is false, but R is true

103. Consider the following statements regar

of India judgment:
1. The Supreme Court ruled that imposing GST on ocean freight chay
8

reverse charge mechanism leads to double taxation & Eam&
9. The importer, not being the direct recipient of the service, should not b :
)

pay GST on ocean freight
3. The judgment emphasized that tax laws must have proper legislative b
ackj

prevent contravention of fundamental rights

ding the Mohit Minerals Pyt Ltq
- LaAT
an

uwg

Which of the statements given above are correct?
(A) 1and 2only (B) 1 and 3 only

(C) 2and 3 only (D) 1,2 and 3

104. Consider the following statements:
1. The reverse charge mechanism shifts the tax liability from the service b
T0Vide,

to the service recipient
9. The principle of single taxation was violated by imposing GST on ocean fre;

charges already included in the cost of imported goods Rt
3. The judgment clarified that importers can be liable f

or GST i i

availed by them "
Which of the statements given above are correct?
(A) 1and 2 only (B) 1 and 3 only
(€) 2and 3 only D) 1, 2 and 3
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He __:_M:D‘.Jf what i the 5
g ho th et
.,::t_:. i ‘ggril
j0b e Heild be easy fo admirister
(A i Hold have legislative cornpetanea ii\a\g?

\.;..3:_\_ be w;Jn‘sJAJ._a\m- in natares
shonld emly apply to domestic teansaetions

f'he rax

o Cenirt in the cage of ‘Nil Ratan Kondo snd
: Ancrier v. Abhiin Konde

.L.::.-,:_ prey

’ srnents 252 (3C), while ’

('ourt Judgements 252 ). while granting fhe cuss a

- heerved: In our judgernent, the law ‘m‘»nwun?‘.ibmwaau .M 55@ maternal
1 hild is Cxivh

" i s In deciding a difficult and complex quest; custod 4
nd :,__vH:.___‘___‘_ keep in mind relevant ﬂ"mn:nmmwaa g“&?ﬁﬁﬂ aiﬂnﬁul.u
W8 ot be dec ded solely by interpreting legal provisions. |6 WNWEQ.QM—Q u%'r
(onship A nd is required to be solved with human touch. A Court while dealing
4. is neither bound by statutes nor by strict rules of svidence or procedure
! lecting proper guardian of a minor, the paramount consideration
the welfare and well-being of the child. In selecting 2 guardian. the Court is
arens patriae jurisdiction and is expected, may bound, fo give due weight to
inary comfort, contentment, health, education, intellectual development and
f SUIT oundings- But over and above physical comforts, moral and ethical values
" be ign ored. They .N:Am equally, or we may say, even more important, essential and
Leable consideration. If m‘.m.u::ou is old enough to form an mtelligent preference
ent, the Court must consider such preference as well, though the final decisior
as to what is conducive to the welfare of the minor.

7 cASE
ents. In s€

can?
wbmwmﬁm

| 1d rest with the OoEA. .
y urt in the case of ‘Gaurav Nagpal v. Semedha Nagpal-2009)1 SCC 42

ble Supreme Co

@mntocdﬂ 1m
1 values, besides e
ourt 18 confronted
W ify the demands. The C
ers human angles are rel

portance to the welfare of the child, which should include morz
thical well-being, observed as under: -
with conflicting demands made by the parents, each time
ourt has not only to look at the issue on legalistic bas
evant for deciding those issues. The Court then doe
sive emphasis on what the parties say, it has to exercise a jurisdiction which is aime
pe welfare of the minor. As observed recently in Mausami Moitra Ganguli case, tk
£t has t0 give due weightage to the child’s ordinary contentment, health, educatio
pment and favorable surroundings, but over and above physical comfort

ectual develo
oral and ethical values have also to be noted. They are equal if not more importa

at t

the m
than the others. ; g
Amwﬁmonm from Jaswinder Singh and Another vs Surjit Singh, AIR 2010 (NOC) 425 (P. & H

According to the passage, which is the most indispensable consideration in decidi
the matters of custody of the child?

(A) Financial ability of the parents

(B) Sex of the child and its age at the relevant time

(©) Physical Comfort, possibility of recreational activities of the child

(D) Environment conducive to development of moral and ethical values

106.
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2
107. The provision of custody of ehild under the Hindu Minorify o
7 . v g
1956 gives: = I - 0
A Right ,;.».:/,?:T. to mother, il child 18 below five years c__ﬁ —.a__b
. g stod , e .
(B) ?i.c_.c::z_ custody Il It to fathet . o
©) Custody pight to any close relative who 1s found suitable
(D) 7_‘1.2,,,_:_...: Q,:,/,:r;.::z: to mother, 1n case the child ol _
bolgy
108. The censitivityid judicial decision making is manifest in thig - cav.a
S Pl
Oy
]

observation that:

A) c:m?iv. of child ¢
(B) welfare of child is p&
(®) ethical and moral we

(D) custody case cannot be
ed to be solved with human touch

an be given t0 grandparents
ramount consideration
JIbeing is given priority
decided solely by intex

S

requir

pretin
g me,m.m E.oSm
mob
Sh
Ut

109. What does the passage state about the opinion of a child wh ;
0 1s DH.Q 5 [}
boz
th

its preference regarding custody?
hild has a right to get custody order according to hj
1S pref,

ference in relation to his custody is immatep: €rencq
eria]

(A) thec fo
e St

(B) the child’s pre b
(C) the child’s preference must be considered but the coypt :
authority regarding the custody Urt is the fi

ind by the child’s preference in relation to cy 3] dg
out whom to grant the custody stody even jp.
1t

(D) court is bou Cige
g i
its opinion ab y

 filh _ iy

s for the decision in relation to custody of chilq ; By

Q. 18 gy,

110. The consideration
s mentioned in Sec.13 of the Hind
u gboiﬁ
Y anq

of the following basis a
Act, 19567

(A) Welfar
(B) Wishes of the child form the primary basis in custody
(C) Child’s health and educational needs are primary con o.“mmm
Slderatiop,
s

lity of the person claiming custi i
A ody is the basi
: 1C consid,
er,

me limit of six months, while a Residen ation g
ce OHQ.GH. A_..m vmﬂggﬁacﬂ.on
AN

o
ey, %
)

o of the child is the paramount consideration

(D) Suitabi
Order has a ti

XXIII. The environmental rule of law, at a certain level, is a f:

of law. But it includes specific features that are MEECmMnQ om.ﬁpm concept
tures which ave sui-generis. The environmental rule of M environmenta] ofthe Ty
.ﬁ__n: as conceptual, procedural and institutional, to bri aw seeks to ogmm“cmggg_
on 22:‘2::_@.::: protection. It does so to enhance E,E, u QEW structure to g, *SSentiy)
challenges of r.oé they have been shaped by bmanis mbﬂ erstanding of muﬁw&mssg
how H,:”_,N Mo:x::m ﬁ.ﬂo ,_Vc .m.%mnﬁmg by its engagement with MMWM.m c.ig hature Fﬂﬂggg
s for the futuve, if we were not to radically alter the oocMmE ﬁwm Present EM% Hﬂp
€ 0. mmmgnﬁob (i

humanity's actions have charted.
Which

147

al rule of lawr aeekas bo lacilitate 5 il of;
¢ of carbon (0OtPINEG SHATHAMR i disciplinaey smatyvin of
ilatory dec I:.Ss and poliey nm?.g.haﬂ bemas » T q:&\a”‘_lmﬂit
_,.::R:I:n that the “law” alernent in ayaﬂxsnr‘g& . “Tetanding
wopt ?;.:::l\.\ the preserve of Lavryers m:i .w.?gadaa‘ Feiles of e io@q
(he fold 4l stakeholders in formulatin udges, O the contrary, i e
Led BY ‘.:4\::35235_ degradation, a—.gwnunnn&oﬁra ter deal 8.3.7. Seelps
...:Sl:::..::._ rule of law seeks a unified m#%“:&» and the %
ficant linkages between concepts Py ua. ﬁwa“sw%afaé\vaa«
eiple ete: The universe of nattire is iu.ﬂ\w&v_vﬂs»i& Cavetopae . .‘aﬂ
in one part of the earth affects and is mﬁ:\_& and mtegrated \;m#ae.'
¢, Every element of the environment w#»ﬂnﬂ.\.dame mﬂml\.:vvdg
his inseparable bond and conmect drmsv.mvw w%u.?.oas relationsiig
nd understand in order £o find moruaou:w n... "ﬁg rule of
ence of humanity. The environmental E_Mo:w\w.”mmwan problems
nsequences of our actions going beyond tocal wauw..noau&eu”wm
ceans threatens not just maritime com e and national
dilution of glaciers and growing nwmmﬁwmamﬂou\rmﬁ munities. The rice
munities and creatures whose habitats are "vwmuwmﬂu“mﬁmﬂmm which
mE.ﬁx\uH of the entire mno.ﬂ.mﬁm.-:. The environmental rule of law m»“.h.@w. affect the
o anding of the nouumn.Sonm in the natural environment which mak pts S weave
fied challenge which confronts human societies everywhere. e the issue of

12wt
h Shah v. Arunkumar Sharma (2022) 11 SCC 493 )

ot from Pragnes

yneey reg!

ther par
thers, 1158
4 ploré a
the exist
and the €0
rise in the 0

Amv‘ﬁ.m

R ishes the environmental rul
What distingu1s rule of law from the
111 cule of Jaw? R
@) Its exclusive focus on legal principles
is on environmental governance

B) Its emphast
(©) Its reliance on judicial decisions
o) I3 m:szmdn with international treaties

What 18 the primary objectiv
@) To protect wildlife habitats
®) To enhance understanding of environmental challenges

(©) To promot
D) To enforce

e of the environmental rule of law?

112-

e economic development
local environmental regulations

113. msawwbamﬁﬁ Hu«.oﬂwnaon and Improvement were i 3
of India by inserting Articles 48-A and 51-A (g) vEnmnvoum"mm into the Constitution
mam:mamuﬁmw y virtue of which of the following

(B) 44" Amendment Act, 1978
(D) 35%" Amendment Act, 1974

39
#

A) 49nd Amendment Act, 1976
©) 45" Amendment Act, 1980




XXIV. Ahm

nvironmental rul
eofl,
aw' fi

114. In which u..:”E.:m:.E:L z:;::%.m the 'E
] hich inte }
first time? N 4 '
AM% WS&E&E (onferenceé on Human Environment, 1970 aowgm :
(B) Rio bc&E.a:o: on m:E;s::Ei. E.@m ofa
(€) Johannesburé Declaration o1 Ucm?:::ie Development, 50 ~
D) UNEP's Governing (Council Dec1sion 979, 2013 , 2009
115. What does the e:Sg.o:ES::_ rule of law seek to achievo
vo::am:.nm.o | honm_ K
onomic growth (B) Environmental justice Nag;
(D) Cultural preservation %y

(A) Ec
(C) 10::.&1 stability
e then was) speaking for himself and Punchh;j

ollowing words-The time is ripe for taking st L, eng

he country after the insertion of Artj wah 0f the 9.2@ "

After the incorporation of these two articles >.2o es wmw.>€$ o e
under tribunals have been constituted for dispensation oé.:“ms‘a s have vmmmba wmmg
and experience gained in these last few years for taking stock % mﬁ.m&wuw .m:mg.w
inding out if they have gerved the purpose and objective of the m;zmﬁ.wsmrg
Jaints have been heard in regard to the ?sns.os.m for Which ‘..r_.s;y_.wm
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oting measures for their improved functi a8 ooEEmsassmm
different statutes and evolve a model H%M:Mum. That r“saf
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constituted with a view to ensuri
urin ;
g greater ~z&mbm”sws.¢o~,
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adi, J. (a5 h
dations in the f
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bunals set up int

the various Tri
in the (Constitution.
where-
passed
a view to f
constituted. Comp

as well and it 18 pin
with a view to SUgge
inges in the
tribunals may be constituted or re
An intensive and extensive study needs to be undertaken by the I,
regard to the (lonstitution of tribunals under various statutes with mm Ay QSEE. . g
independence so that the public confidence in such tribunals may m:o,wmms to m:mszwwﬂn 5_
) ase and Eum Q.a
a:m:@

heir performance may improve,
with the case, it is necessary to express ou
s {>1> H— m:m .
uig
T o<m~. 5
(J

ernative mechanism devised for judicial veview, Th
nental rights of the citizens, The &m:m:mmmc: m%s&e.m:ms.
0 .u.cmn. ey
Ice
Y the

look-in
also suggest cha

Before parting

 with Bdits from R.K. Jain v. Union of India, 1993 (4) SCC 1
b 19)

(Ixtracte

116, In wl The following case the Court held that though judiei
ure of the Cons _. tion, the ves _._E.:__::.::EE_E_._._:__.E..h__—“.m_o.nﬁ ~..m5.2< I8 & by,
nign, ¢ :_... taking it away from the I_.n:aOoMMHnmE nan Ewmgmmwo
it was ensured that the alternative _MMM“ME. =ons.o§¢¢
nism was ap

| substitute for the High Court?
w v, Union of India and Others 1997

Ve ¢

(A) La
B RK
(€) 8.
(1)

79

’ J o A
i v. State of Kerala 1973

oyigions of the Administrative Trip
= Lribunglg Act,
et

e P! 2
Wber of the naval, mili
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) All of the above

The first ¢ribunal established in India is:
11 N QQ:SE >Q5mim$w$<m Tribunal

s =)

¥ Claims Tribunal
Tribunal

wmm.?&& mwm-w of n.sm Indian Constitution for the establish
e disputes :w mmmﬁma matters. While both articles deal inrnﬂm.sn of tribunal
ces in their scope and application. Which of the mo:oﬂﬂw unals, there

g mgmmsmﬁ—ﬂ

inction between Articles 323-A and 323-B?

‘\tﬁ.lmm
t0 m&:&mmn
: differen

ey
reflects the dist

areé Ik
ﬁ.o:.mn:&
Article 3
matters, w
including taxa

(A)
tion and land reforms

(B) While
¢ribunals under
tters falling within their legislative competence

Under Artic
pe established. As far as Article 323-B is co
tribunals g

le 32

(D) Art
Court, by passing the High C

ourt. Under Article 323-B there is no such power

| Green Tribunal Act was passed in the year:
(B) 2008

(D) 2010

190 __::_/,,_:_::_

41

93-A exclusively deals with admini i

: . . ministrative tribunals fo i :

hile Article 323-B deals with the tribunals for a wider HM%MWM.o mﬂwﬁnm
subjects

:.E::Emhﬂ.m%w Article 323-A can be established only by Parli
icle 323-B can only be established by State HmMmHmmM“mBmﬂw
e, Wi

le 323- .
A, only one tribunal for centre and no tribunal for stat
e ma
cerned, there is no hierarchy ow\.

)3-A grant tribunals the
power to hear appeals dir
ectly from the Su
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ANSWER KEY

QNo Subject Name Corn:ect Difficulty Level
Option
1 Legal Reasoning C Easy
2 Legal Reasoning B Easy
3 Legal Reasoning A Medium
4 Legal Reasoning C Medium
5 Legal Reasoning D Hard
6 Legal Reasoning D Medium
7 Legal Reasoning A Easy
8 Legal Reasoning B Easy
9 Legal Reasoning D Medium
10 Legal Reasoning D Easy
11 Legal Reasoning B Medium
12 Legal Reasoning B Medium
13 Legal Reasoning B Medium
14 Legal Reasoning A Easy
15 Legal Reasoning B Hard
16 Legal Reasoning B Medium
17 Legal Reasoning B Medium
18 Legal Reasoning B Easy
19 Legal Reasoning C Medium
20 Legal Reasoning C Hard
21 Legal Reasoning B Hard
22 Legal Reasoning C Medium
23 Legal Reasoning A Hard
24 Legal Reasoning C Medium
25 Legal Reasoning C Medium




26 Legal Reasoning A Easy
27 Legal Reasoning D Medium
28 Legal Reasoning B Medium
29 Legal Reasoning D Easy
30 Legal Reasoning B Medium
31 Legal Reasoning C Medium
32 Legal Reasoning B Medium
33 Legal Reasoning B Medium
34 Legal Reasoning A Hard
35 Legal Reasoning B Medium
36 Legal Reasoning C Easy
37 Legal Reasoning B Easy
38 Legal Reasoning D Medium
39 Legal Reasoning C Hard
40 Legal Reasoning A Easy
41 Legal Reasoning D Hard
42 Legal Reasoning B Medium
43 Legal Reasoning C Hard
44 Legal Reasoning B Hard
45 Legal Reasoning C Easy
46 Legal Reasoning B Medium
47 Legal Reasoning B Medium
48 Legal Reasoning D Easy
49 Legal Reasoning C Easy
50 Legal Reasoning C Medium
51 Legal Reasoning D Easy
52 Legal Reasoning D Medium
53 Legal Reasoning A Easy
54 Legal Reasoning C Medium
55 Legal Reasoning D Medium




56 Legal Reasoning B Easy
57 Legal Reasoning C Medium
58 Legal Reasoning D Medium
59 Legal Reasoning D Medium
60 Legal Reasoning B Easy
61 Legal Reasoning C Medium
62 Legal Reasoning D Medium
63 Legal Reasoning B Medium
64 Legal Reasoning A Hard
65 Legal Reasoning B Medium
66 Legal Reasoning B Easy
67 Legal Reasoning C Medium
68 Legal Reasoning B Hard
69 Legal Reasoning D Medium
70 Legal Reasoning B Easy
71 Legal Reasoning D Easy
72 Legal Reasoning C Medium
73 Legal Reasoning A Medium
74 Legal Reasoning C Medium
75 Legal Reasoning B Medium
76 Legal Reasoning A Hard
77 Legal Reasoning C Hard
78 Legal Reasoning C Medium
79 Legal Reasoning A Medium
80 Legal Reasoning D Medium
81 Legal Reasoning A Hard
82 Legal Reasoning A Hard
83 Legal Reasoning A Hard
84 Legal Reasoning B Medium
85 Legal Reasoning A Medium




86 Legal Reasoning C Easy
87 Legal Reasoning C Easy
88 Legal Reasoning B Easy
89 Legal Reasoning C Easy
90 Legal Reasoning C Medium
91 Legal Reasoning D Medium
92 Legal Reasoning D Medium
93 Legal Reasoning D Medium
94 Legal Reasoning C Medium
95 Legal Reasoning C Medium
96 Legal Reasoning C Easy
97 Legal Reasoning B Medium
98 Legal Reasoning B Hard
99 Legal Reasoning C Medium
100 Legal Reasoning B Medium
101 Legal Reasoning A Medium
102 Legal Reasoning A Hard
103 Legal Reasoning D Hard
104 Legal Reasoning B Medium
105 Legal Reasoning B Medium
106 Legal Reasoning D Medium
107 Legal Reasoning C Easy
108 Legal Reasoning D Medium
109 Legal Reasoning C Medium
110 Legal Reasoning A Medium
111 Legal Reasoning B Medium
112 Legal Reasoning B Medium
113 Legal Reasoning A Medium
114 Legal Reasoning A Medium
115 Legal Reasoning B Easy




116 Legal Reasoning B Medium
117 Legal Reasoning D Hard
118 Legal Reasoning B Medium
119 Legal Reasoning A Medium
120 Legal Reasoning C Hard




