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L. ENGLISH COMPREHENSION

Directions (Questions 1-5): Read the following passage carefully and answer the questions that follow.

189. It must, therefore, be held as beyond the pale of all doubts that neither Parliament nor the State
Legislatures in India can assert power to provide for or regulate their own constitution in the manner
claimed by the House of Commons in.the United Kingdom. Having regard to the elaborate provisions
made elsewhere in the Constitution, this power cannot be claimed, even, or least of all, through the
channel of Article 105(3) or 194(3).
190. The question that immediately arises is as to whether the power of expulsion is referable
exclusively, or solely, to the power of the House of Commons to determine its own composition
including the fitness of elected Members to remain Members.
[...]
203. It is the argument of the petitioners that Anson treats expulsion exclusively as a facet of the
privilege of the House of determining its own composition, and under no other head. Anson explains
(5" Edn., p. 188) the nature and character of this power, under the heading “Power of inflicting
punishment for breach of privilege” in the following words:
“But expulsion is a matter which concerns the House itself and its composition, and mounts to no
more than an expression of opinion that the person expelled is unfit to be a Member of the House
of Commons. The imposition of a fine would be an idle process unless backed by the power of
commitment. It is, then the right of commitment which becomes, in the words of Sir E. May, ‘the
keystone of parliamentary privilege . It remains to consider how it is exercised and by what right.”
204. What Anson seems to indicate here is that expulsion is a sanction that goes beyond mere
imposition of fine backed by the power of commitment in case of default and also that expulsion
undoubtedly affects the composition of the House. He does not state that expulsion only concerns the
composition of the House. He is talking of possible sanctions for gross misdemeanour against
Members and not the qualifications requisite to become a Member. [...]
206. At the same time, one cannot lose sight of the fact that the power of inflicting punishment for
breach of privilege has been separately dealt with even by Anson (5® Edn., p. 177 onwards). The
punishments which are awarded to Members or non-Members are dealt with by Anson under separate
headings such as “admonition”, “reprimand”, “commitment”, “fine”, and “expulsion”. The discussion
under the last-mentioned item in Anson starts with the following passage (5™ Edn., p.187):
“In the case of its own Members the House has a stronger mode of expression its displeasure. It
can by resolution expel a Member.”
207. The resolution of expulsion as an expression of displeasure takes it beyond the realm of power of
self-constitution. These paragraphs unmistakably show that expulsion is not considered by Anson as
exclusively arising from the privilege of the House to provide for its constitution.
[--]
235. The right to enforce its privileges either by imposition of fine or by commitment to prison (both
of which punishments can be awarded against the Members of the House as well as outsiders) or by
expulsion (possible in case of Members only) is not part of any other privilege but is by itself a
separate and independent power of privilege. To enforce a privilege against a Member by expelling
him for breach of such privilege is not a way of expression the power of the House of Commons to
constitute itself.
236. Though expulsion can be, and may have been resorted to by the House of Commons with a view
to preserve or change its constitution, it would not exclude or impinge upon its independent privilege
to punish a Member for breach of privilege or for contempt by expelling him from the House.
Expulsion concerns the House itself as the punishment of expulsion cannot be inflicted on a person
who is not a Member of the House. As a necessary and direct consequence, the composition of the
House may be affected by the expulsion of a Member. That would not, however, necessarily mean that
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the power of expulsion is exercised only with a view, or for the purpose of regulating the composition
of the House. One of the three ways of exercising the privilege of the Commons to constitute itself as
mentioned by May (in 20" Edn.) can undoubtedly, in certain circumstances, be expressed by expelling
a Member of the House. But this does not mean that the existence and exercise of the privilege of
expelling a Member by way of punishment for misconduct or contempt of the House stands ruled out.
The power of self-composition of the is materially distinct and meant for purposes other than those
which the House has the competence to resort to expulsion of its Members for acts of high
misdemeanour. The existence of the former power on which expulsion can be ordered by the House of
Commons cannot by itself exclude or abrogate the independent power of the House to punish a
Member by expelling him, a punishment which cannot be inflicted on a non-Member.

(Extract from Raja Ram Pal v. Hon ble Speaker, Lok Sabha (2007 INSC 22).

1. Which of the following best describes the question posed and answered by the Supreme Court in the

extracted section of the judgement above?

(1) Whether Parliament and the State Legislatures in India have the power to punish Members for
misdemeanours like the House of Commons did.

(2) Whether the power of expulsion affects the composition of the House.

(3) Whether the power of expulsion exercised by the House of Commons was traceable to its power to
determine its own composition.

(4) Whether the punishment of expulsion is only applicable to Members of the House.

2.  In the extracted paragraphs, the word “commitment” means:
(1) Recovery Proceedings.
(2) Rendered Ineligible to be a Member.
(3) Imprisonment.
(4) Capital Punishment.

3.  Why does the Court find that the quotation from Anson at Paragraph 203 does not support the

Petitioner’s argument?

(i) Because May (20" Edn.) states that one of the three ways the House of Commons can exercise its
power of self-composition is by expelling members.

(ii) Because Anson does not limit the power of expulsion to an exercise of the House’s power of self-
composition.

(iii)Because Anson refers to expulsion while discussing other disciplinary measures that may be taken
against Members.

(iv) Because Anson did not recognise that the power of expulsion affects the composition of the House.

(1) Both (ii) and (iii).

(2) Only (iii).

(3) Both (i) and (iii).

(4) Both (iii) and (iv).

4.  Based on the above extract, which one of the following statements is correct?
(1) The power of self-composition is not a pre-requisite to possess the power of expulsion.
(2) Because the power of expulsion affects the composition of the House, the power of self-
composition is a pre-requisite to possess the power of expulsion.
(3) The power of expulsion is a disciplinary measure that cannot be exercised absent the power of self-
composition.
(4) None of the above.
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5.  Which one of the following statements is correct?
(1) Because the House of Commons expels Members for misconduct, it has lost the power of self-
composition.
(2) Merely because the House of Commons expels Members to regulate its own composition does not
mean it cannot expel Members for misconduct.
(3) The House of Commons only expels Members to regulate its own composition.
(4) None of the above.

Directions (Questions 6-10): Read the following passage carefully and answer the questions that follow.
For the purpose of competition policy, one of the most relevant factors of online platform markets is
that they are winner-take-all. This is due largely to network effects and control over data, both of
which mean that early advantages become self-reinforcing. The result is that technology platform
markets will yield to dominance by a small number of firms. [...]

Network effects arise when a user’s utility from a product increases as others use the product. Since
popularity compounds and is reinforcing, markets with network effects often tip towards oligopoly or
monopoly. Amazon’s user reviews, for example, serve as a form of network effect: the more users that
have purchased and reviewed items on the platform, the more useful information other users can glean
from its site. [...] In this way, network effects act as form of entry barrier.

A platform’s control over data, meanwhile, can also entrench its position. Access to consumer data
enables platforms to better tailor services and gauge demand. Involvement across markets, meanwhile,
may permit a company to use data gleaned from one market to benefit another business line.
Amazon’s use of Marketplace data to advantage its retail sales, as described in Section IV.D, is an
example of this dynamic. Control over data may also make it easier for dominant platforms to enter
new markets with greater ease. For example, reports now suggest that Amazon may dramatically
expand its footprint in the ad business, “leveraging its rich supply of shopping data culled from years
of operating a massive e-commerce business.” In other words, control over data, too, acts as an entry
barrier.

Given that online platforms operate in markets where network effects and control over data solidify
early dominance, a company looking to compete in these markets must seek to capture them. The most
effective way is to chase market share and drive out one’s rivals — even if doing so comes at the
expense of short-term profits, since the best guarantee of long-term profits is immediate growth. Due
to this dynamic, striving to maximize market share at the expense of one’s rivals makes predation
highly rational; indeed, it would be irrational for a business nof to frontload losses in order to capture
the market. Recognizing that enduring early losses while aggressively expanding can lock up a
monopoly, investors seem willing to back this strategy. [...]

Although platforms form the backbone of the internet economy, the way that platform economics
implicates existing laws is relatively undertheorized. Amazon’s conduct suggests that predatory
pricing and integration across related business lines are emerging as key paths to establishing
dominance — aided by the control over data that dominant platforms enjoy. But because current
predatory pricing doctrine defines recoupment in overly narrow terms, competitors generally have not
been able to make an effective legal case. Similarly, because current doctrine largely discounts entry
barriers, the anticompetitive effects of vertical integration are difficult to cognize under the existing
framework. Roadblocks to these claims persist even as Amazon’s valuation and share price point to a
strong market expectation of recoupment and profits.

(Extract from “Amazon’s Antitrust Paradox” by Lina M. Khan 126 Yale Law Journal 2017).
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6.  Which one of the following illustrations is an example of “network effects” as set out in the extract

above? :

(1) A website that allows users to use the service for free but also offers a “Premium” paid service.

(2) Google has a high market share because it has the largest, oldest, and best optimised search engine.

(3) Users refuse to switch from Social Media 1 to Social Media 2 because all their friends are on
Social Media 1. -

(4) A government regulation that states only one company shall have a monopoly over a particular
type of service, creating a legal barrier to entry.

7. Based on the extract, how does a dominant platform’s access to user data act as a barrier to entry for

new market participants?

(1) If a platform collects user data, new market participants cannot collect the same data and are thus
at a disadvantage.

(2) When a platform has access to lots of user data, it can optimise its services to consumer needs
better than new market participants who do not have access to user data.

(3) A platform with access to user data can more easily enter new markets.

(4) Access to user data only entrenches an incumbent platform’s market position but does not act as a
barrier to entry.

8. Which one of the following statements is not part of the author’s arguments concerning platform

behaviour?

(1) Platforms are incentivised to capture the market because once they do, entry barriers make it very
hard for competitors to re-capture market share.

(2) It is irrational for platforms to offer low prices initially and then increase their prices to recoup lost
revenue.

(3) Platforms are incentivised to forgo short-term profits because long-term profits are best ensured by
ensuring a high market share.

(4) Investors are tolerant of platforms that do not make money but are capturing a high market share.

9.  The word “oligopoly” in the above extract refers to which of the following?
(1) A market where the government has licensed a small number of companies.
(2) A market with fewer than eight companies.
(3) A market with a small number of companies.
(4) A market where one company’s share price is significantly higher than other companies.

10. Which one of the following statements most accurately describes the author’s argument concerning

online platforms in the above extract.

(1) The law on predatory pricing has not evolved because competitors to dominant platforms have not
initiated lawsuits.

(2) The current law does not effectively regulate predatory pricing because it fails to recognise how
platforms make money after capturing market share.

(3) Integration across market sectors allows dominant platforms to engage in predatory pricing.

(4) The Government must bring in a new competition policy to tackle the risks posed by dominant
platforms.
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Directions (Questions 11-15): Read the following passage carefully and answer the questions that follow.

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar: Now, Sir, to come to the other question which has been agitating the members
of this House, viz., the use of the word “backward” in clause (3) of article 10, I should like to begin by
making some general observations so that members might be in a position to understand the exact
import, the significance and the necessity for using the word “backward” in this particular clause. If
members were to try and exchange their views on this subject, they will find that there are three points
of view which it is necessary for us to reconcile if we are to produce a workable proposition which
will be accepted by all.

Of the three points of view, the first is that there shall be equality of opportunity for all citizens. It is
the desire of many Members of this House that every individual who is qualified for a particular post
should be free to apply for that post, to sit for examinations and to have his qualifications tested so as
to determine whether he is fit for the post or not and that there ought to be no limitations, there ought
to be no hindrance in the operation of this principle of equality of opportunity.

Another view mostly shared by a section of the House is that, if this principle is to be operative—and it
ought to be operative in their judgment to its fullest extent-there ought to be no reservations of any
sort for any class or community at all, that all citizens, if they are qualified, should be placed on the
same footing of equality so far as the public services are concerned. That is the second point of view
we have.

Then we have quite a massive opinion which insists that, although theoretically it is good to have the
principle that there shall be equality of opportunity, there must at the same time be a provision made
for the entry of certain communities which have so far been outside the administration.

As I said, the Drafting Committee had to produce a formula which would reconcile these three points
of view, firstly, that there shall be equality of opportunity, secondly that there shall be reservations in
favour of certain communities which have not so far had a ‘proper look-in’ so to say into the
administration. If honourable Members will bear these facts in mind-the three principles, we had to
reconcile,—they will see that no better formula could be produced than the one that is embodied in sub-
clause (3) of article 10 of the Constitution; they will find that the view of those who believe and hold
that there shall be equality of opportunity, has been embodied in sub-clause (1) of Article 10. It is a
generic principle. At the same time, as I said, we had to reconcile this formula with the demand made
by certain communities that the administration which has now—for historical reasons—been controlled
by one community or a few communities, that situation should disappear and that the others also must
have an opportunity of getting into the public services.

Supposing, for instance, we were to concede in full the demand of those communities who have not
been so far employed in the public services to the fullest extent, what would really happen is, we shall
be completely destroying the first proposition upon which we are all agreed, namely, that there shall be
an equality of opportunity. Let me give an illustration. Supposing, for instance, reservations were
made for a community or a collection of communities, the total of which came to something like 70
per cent. of the total posts under the State and only 30 per cent. are retained as the unreserved. Could
anybody say that the reservation of 30 per cent as open to general competition would be satisfactory
from the point of view of giving effect to the first principle, namely, that there shall be equality of
opportunity? It cannot be in my judgment. Therefore the seats to be reserved, if the reservation is to be
consistent with sub-clause (1) of Article 10, must be confined to a minority of seats. It is then only that
the first principle could find its place in the Constitution and effective in operation.

If honourable Members understand this position that we have to safeguard two things namely, the
principle of equality of opportunity and at the same time satisfy the demand of communities which
have not had so far representation in the State, then, I am sure they will agree that unless you use some
such qualifying phrase as “backward” the exception made in favour of reservation will ultimately eat
up the rule altogether. Nothing of the rule will remain. That I think, if I may say so, is the justification
why the Drafting Committee undertook on its own shoulders the responsibility of introducing the word
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“backward’ which, I admit, did not originally find a place in the fundamental right in the way in which
it was passed by this Assembly. But I think honourable Members will realise that the Drafting
Committee which has been ridiculed on more than one ground for producing sometimes a loose draft,
sometimes something which is not appropriate and so on, might have opened itself to further attack
that they produced a Draft Constitution in which the exception was so large, that it left no room for the
rule to operate. I think this is sufficient to justify why the word “backward’ has been used.

(Extract from Constitutional Assembly Debates on 30 November 1948)

11. In the above extract, Dr. B.R. Ambedkar is:
(1) Criticising the use of the word “backward” in the draft article.
(2) Advocating for the addition of the word “backward” in the draft article.
(3) Explaining the inclusion of the word “backward” in the draft article.
(4) Offering alternatives to the word “backward” in the draft article.

12. Which of the following is not a view concerning equality discussed in the above extract?

(1) Equality of opportunity means that the State should not irrationally prevent any qualified candidate
from applying to a post they are eligible for.

(2) Equality of opportunity will automatically ensure the participation of communities who have
previously not been a part of administration.

(3) Equality of opportunity demands that there cannot be any reservations for any class of society.

(4) Reconciling equality of opportunity with the need to ensure participation of communities who
have previously not been part of the administration requires reservations.

13. Which one of the following statements would be consistent with Dr. B.R. Ambedkar’s statements in

the above extract?

(1) If the percentage of reserved seats was very high, this would lead to the principle of participation
and reservation eclipsing the principle of equality of opportunity.

(2) A reservation of 70% would reconcile the principle of equality of opportunity and the principle of
participation and reservation.

(3) For the principle of equality of opportunity to be effective, there cannot be any reservation for
minorities.

(4) Both (1) and (2).

14. In the phrase, “a Draft Constitution in which the exception was so large, that it left no room for the
rule to operate”, what is the exception and what is the rule?
(1) The rule is reservations, and the exception is equality of opportunity.
(2) The principle is participation and the exception is equality of opportunity.
(3) The principle is equality of opportunity, and the exception is reservations.
(4) The principle is participation and the exception is reservations.

15. Which one of the following terms most accurately describes how the word “backward” was used in the
draft article.
(1) The word “backward” was used as an exception to the idea of equality of opportunity.
(2) The word “backward” was used as a qualifier to the scope of reservations.
(3) The word “backward” was used to explain the idea of equality of opportunity.
(4) None of the above.
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I1. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW

Directions (Questions 16-21): Read the following hypothetical fact situation and answer the questions
that follow.

16.

17,

Meghnad and Archana were married in 2020 in a Hindu religious ceremony and the marriage was
registered under the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955. The couple resided in Madurai, Tamil Nadu. The
marriage was initially cordial but beginning in June 2021, Meghnad’s parents began visiting
regularly and pressurising Archana to have children. When Meghnad’s parents were not around,
Meghnad would regularly call his friends over to the marital house, consume alcohol, and loudly
berate Archana in front of his friends about her inability to bear children. Archana repeatedly told
Meghnad that such behaviour was unacceptable, but he refused to stop.

In June 2021, the Parliament passes the Prohibition of Fake News Act. Section 3 of the Fake News
Act allows an individual to apply to the Union Ministry of Home Affairs to remove any piece of
online content on the grounds that it is “intentionally false or misleading”. In September 2021,
Archana secretly filmed an incident where Meghnad was berating her and uploaded it onto a social
media website with a caption explaining how women suffer in marriages. The video gained
several million views, and the couple began quarrelling almost every day. In December 2021,
Archana left the marital home and went to live with her parents in Chennai. In response, Meghnad
filed an application for the restitution of conjugal rights under Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage
Act, 1955. Meghnad also filed an application under Section 3 of the Fake News Act and
successfully got the video of him berating Archana removed from the social media website.
Archana filed a writ petition in the High Court of Madras challenging the constitutionality of
Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 and Section 3 of the Prohibition of Fake News Act as
violating her fundamental rights.

A similar petition challenging the constitutionality of Section 3 of the Prohibition of Fake News

Act is already pending before the High Court of Karnataka. Can the High Court of Madras hear

Archana’s writ petition concerning Section 37

(1) The High Court of Madras cannot hear the writ petition because the petition challenges a
Central law.

(2) The High Court of Madras cannot hear the writ petition because the High Court of Karnataka
is already seized of the challenge.

(3) The High Court of Madras can hear the petition and its decision would have persuasive value
before the High Court of Karnataka.

(4) The High Court of Madras can hear the petition and its decision would be binding on the High
Court of Karnataka because it concerns a Central law.

In Saroj Rani v. Sudharshan Kumar Chadha (1984 INSC 134), the Supreme Court rejected a
constitutional challenge to Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 and held: “we are therefore
unable to accept the position that Section 9 of the said Act is violative of Article 14 or Article 21
of the Constitution.” In light of this decision, which of the following statements concerning
Archana’s challenge to Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 is correct?

(1) Archana’s writ petition is not maintainable because it challenges a Central law.

(2) Archana’s writ petition is not maintainable because the Supreme Court has already rejected a

challenge to the provision and the issue of law is no longer res integra.
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(3) Archana’s writ petition is maintainable but on the merits of the case, High Court of Madras
must either follow or distinguish the decision of the Supreme Court in Saroj Rani v.
Sudharshan Kumar Chadha.

(4) Archana’s writ petition is maintainable and on the merits of the case, the High Court of
Madras can disregard the decision in Saroj Rani v. Sudharshan Kumar Chadha because of the
passage of time.

18. The Union of India files an application in the Supreme Court of India seeking the transfer of all
constitutional challenges concerning the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 and the Prohibition of Fake
News Act to the Supreme Court. Can the Supreme Court transfer these cases to itself?

(1) Yes, under Article 142 of the Constitution.
(2) Yes, under Article 139-A of the Constitution.
(3) Yes, under Article 136 of the Constitution.
. (4) Yes, because the issues concern a substantial question of law concerning the interpretation of
the Constitution.

19. The Supreme Court transfers Archana’s challenges to itself. While the case is pending, Archana
and Meghnad decide that they both want a divorce. As the Supreme Court is already seized of
Archana’s case, they file an application asking the Supreme Court asking the Court to grant
divorce under Article 142 of the Constitution. Can the Court do so?

(1) Yes, because in Shilpa Sailesh v. Varun Sreenivasan the Supreme Court held that the Supreme
Court can grant divorce under Article 142.

(2) No, because in this case no divorce proceedings have been filed and Shilpa Sailesh v. Varun
Sreenivasan held that the Supreme Court cannot be approached directly for a divorce.

(3) No, because in Shilpa Sailesh v. Varun Sreenivasan the Supreme Court held that the Supreme
Court cannot grant divorce under Article 142.

(4) Yes, because in Shilpa Sailesh v. Varun Sreenivasan the Supreme Court held that parties can
directly approach the Supreme Court in extraordinary circumstances to avoid the long delays
faced by couples in securing the divorce.

20. In her writ petition, Archana argues that “intentionally false and misleading speech” cannot be
restricted under Article 19(2) of the Constitution of India. Which of the following only includes
valid grounds to reasonably restrict the freedom of expression under Article 19(2) of the
Constitution?

(1) Law and order, misleading, decency or morality, and the security of the State.
(2) Incitement to an offence, public interest, and decency or morality.

(3) Decency or morality, incitement to an offence, and public order.

(4) Public order, misleading, the defence of India, and decency or morality.

21. In her writ petition, Archana alleges that both Section 3 of the Prohibition of Fake News Act and
Section 9 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 violate the test of proportionality laid down by
precedents of the Supreme Court. Which one of the following statements correctly sets out the test
of proportionality.

(1) The law must: (i) pursue a legitimate aim; (ii) advance the legitimate aim; (iii) not be
manifestly invasive; and (iv) be in the public interest.
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(2) The law must: (i) pursue a legitimate aim; (ii) advance the legitimate aim; (iii) be necessary;
and (iv) balance the legitimate aim against the infringement of the right.

(3) The law must: (i) pursue a legitimate aim; (ii); not be manifestly arbitrary; (iii) be reasonable;
and (iv) balance the legitimate aim against the infringement of the right.

(4) The law must: (i) pursue a legitimate aim; (ii) not be manifestly arbitrary; (iii) be necessary;
and (iv) be in the public interest.

Directions: Read the following passage and answer the questions that follow.

22.

23.

157. The second facet on the scope of fundamental rights is now cemented in Indian constitutional
jurisprudence. Fundamental rights consist of both negative and positive postulates preventing the
State from interfering with the rights of the citizens and creating conditions for the exercise of
such rights respectively. This understanding of fundamental rights is unique to Indian
constitutional jurisprudence. Fundamental rights have been construed in this wide manner by
Indian Courts because of the constitutional conception of the role of the State. Viewing
fundamental rights purely as negative rights runs the risk of undermining the role of the State.

158. Fundamental rights are not merely a restraint on the power of the State but provisions which
promote and safeguard the interests of the citizens. They require the State to restrain its exercise of
power and create conducive conditions for the exercise of rights. If such a positive obligation is
not read into the State’s power, then the rights which are guaranteed by the Constitution would
become a dead letter. This is because the question of whether the State is curtailing the rights of
citizens would only arise if the citizens have the capacity and capability to exercise such rights in
the first place.

159. Thus, if the Constitution guarantees a fundamental right to marry then a corresponding
positive obligation is placed on the State to establish the institution of marriage if the legal regime
does not provide for it. This warrants us to inquire if the institution of marriage is in itself so
crucial that it must be elevated to the status of a fundamental right. As elucidated in the previous
section of this judgment, marriage as an institution has attained social and legal significance
because of its expressive and material benefits. This Court while determining if the Constitution
guarantees the right to marry must account for these considerations as well.

(Extract from Supriyo v. Union of India 2023 INSC 920, Chandrachud J.)

Which of the following would not constitute a “positive postulate” of the State as referred to in
Para 157 of the above extract?

(1) Setting up of schools for primary education.

(2) Providing access to public infrastructure for persons with disabilities.

(3) Providing safe drinking water in cities.

(4) Grant of land to places of religious worship.

The recognition of marriage by the process of legislation was at the heart of the judgement from
which the extract is taken. The interpretation of which of the following statutes were sought to be
expanded by the Petitioners. .

(1) The Hindu Marriage Act, 1955.

(2) The Special Marriage Act, 1954.

(3) The Foreign Marriage Act, 1969.

(4) All of the above.
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.
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Which three judgements are understood to have expanded the scope of fundamental rights,

particularly with reference to Article 21?

(1) A.K.Gopalan v. State of Madras, State of West Bengal v. Anwar Ali Sarkar, and Justice K.S.
Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India.

(2) R.C. Cooper v. Union of India, Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India, and Justice K.S.
Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India.

(3) E.P. Royappa v. State of Tamil Nadu, Indra Sawhney v. Union of India, and Justice K.S.
Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India.

(4) ADM Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla, Vasanth Kumar v. State of Karnataka, and Justice K.S.
Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India.

The majority judgement in Supriyo v. Union of India (marriage equality) relied on the judgement
in State of Gujarat v. Ambica Mills for which of the following propositions?

(1) The limited obligation of the State under Part III of the Constitution.

(2) Impermissibility of judicial legislation.

(3) Under-inclusive classification not being a violation of Article 14.

(4) Illegality of waiver of fundamental rights.

Which of the following was not a precedent that the petitioners in Supriyo v. Union of India
(marriage equality) relied on in their attempts to persuade the Court to recognise the right of same
sex couples to marry?

(1) Kihoto Hollohan v. Zachillhu (1991).

(2) Shafin Jahan v. Asokan K.M (2018).

(3) National Legal Services Authority v. Union of India (2014).

(4) Justice K.S. Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India (2017).

The doctrine of repugnancy arises in which of the following situations:

(1) Conflicting laws enacted by the State Legislature under List 2 and Parliament under List 1 of
Schedule 7 of the Constitution of India.

(2) Conflicting laws legislated by two different States under List 2 of Schedule 7 of the
Constitution of India.

(3) Conflicting laws legislated by the Union and the State under an Entry in List 3 of Schedule 7
of the Constitution of India.

(4) None of the above.

Of the options provided below please choose the incorrect option:

(1) A was tried for the murder of B. The Trial Court acquitted A. In appeal, the order of acquittal
was reversed by the High Court, and A was sentenced to death. An appeal will lie to the
Supreme Court from the judgment of the High Court.

(2) A is aggrieved by a judgment of the High Court. However, the High Court does not certify that
the case involves a substantial question of law of general importance that needs to be decided
by the Supreme Court. A can file a Special Leave Petition before the Supreme Court against
the judgment.

(3) After the passing of a judgment by the High Court, even if no application for a certificate is
received by the party aggrieved. In such a situation the High Court can determine on its own
motion, if it deems fit, that a certificate for appeal to the Supreme Court may be given in the
case.

(4) A party cannot, in an appeal filed pursuant to a certificate given by the High Court under
Article 134 A, urge that a substantial question of law as to the interpretation of the
Constitution has been wrongly decided.



https://applink.adda247.com/d/XhqWf9lSap
https://applink.adda247.com/d/XhqWf9lSap

29. On 5 January 2024, the State Legislature of Rajasthan passes the ‘Protection of Water Table Act,

30.

2024’. Section 6 of the Act authorises the state police to “prohibit the drilling of borewells in
areas to be designated by notifications under this Act”. Section 8 of the Act empowers the State
Government to make “rules notifying designated areas where drilling is prohibited and
concerning the enforcement of Section 6.” On 10 February 2024, the concerned government
department issues the ‘Protection of Water Table Rules, 2024°’. Rule 3 identifies certain
designated areas where drilling of borewells is prohibited. Rule 4 empowers the police to conduct
routine inspections for borewells on properties in designated areas. Rule 5 empowers the police to
impose a fine of 10,000 on any borewells that violate Section 6 of the Protection of Water Table
Act, 2024. Rule 6 allows the fine to be reduced to 5,000 if the property owner can demonstrate
that the borewell was drilled prior to 5 January 2024. Rule 7 states that the imposition of the fine
may be appealed before the Secretary of the Department, but their decision shall be final. There
are no other relevant provisions.

The Protection of Water Table Rules, 2024 is challenged in Court. Which of the following
statements is most accurate?

(1) Rule 4 is invalid because it exceeds the rule-making power set out under Section 8 of the Act.

(2) Rule 6 is invalid because delegated legislation cannot have retrospective effect unless the
statute expressly provides for this power.
(3) Rule 7 is invalid because it excludes the jurisdiction of courts.

(4) All the Rules are valid.

Both Houses of Parliament adopt by a 2/3rds majority, a constitutional amendment repealing
Articles 15(4), 15(5), 16(4), and 16(4A). The constitutional amendment is challenged in the
Supreme Court on the grounds of violating the basic structure doctrine. The petitioners contend
that the ‘eradication of historic inequalities’ is part of the Constitution’s basic structure. Which of
the following statements are correct?

(i) The Court can examine the validity of the constitutional amendment with respect to all articles
except Article 16(4) which is an original article of the Constitution.

(ii) The Court can examine the validity of the constitution amendment with respect to all articles.

(iii)The Court has already exhaustively laid out those features of the Constitution which constitute
the basic structure and the ‘eradication of historic inequalities’ is not part of the basic
structure.

(iv) The basic structure of the Constitution is determined on a case-by-case basis and therefore the
Court must examine whether the ‘eradication of historic inequalities’ is part of the
Constitution’s basic structure.

(1) (ii) and (iii).
(2) (i) and (iii).
(3) (i) and (iv).
(4) (1) and (iv).
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31. Under Article 360 of the Constitution, the President is empowered to make a proclamation of

32.

33.

financial emergency. The President can do so after being satisfied “that a situation has arisen

whereby the financial stability or credit of India or of any part of the territory thereof is

threatened”. Which of the following is the most accurate statement regarding proclamation of
financial emergency:

(1) During the operation of the financial emergency, the Union Government becomes competent
to give any directions to any State to observe such canons of financial propriety as specified in
the direction. -

(2) The proclamation of financial emergency is required to be laid only before the Lok Sabha and
remains in force for a period of three months unless revoked earlier.

(3) In case the Lok Sabha is under dissolution at the time of the proclamation or it is dissolved
during the period of the operation of the proclamation of financial emergency without having
ratified the proclamation, the proclamation shall not cease to operate if the Rajya Sabha has
approved it within the required period with a three-fourth majority.

(4) Proclamation of financial emergency shall not entail reduction of the salary or allowances of
the judges of the Supreme Court or the High Courts.

Based on the following assertion and reason, choose the correct option.

Assertion (A): The Supreme Court sometimes makes observations in judgements which, strictly
speaking, were not necessary for the decision in the case.

Assertion (B): Even the obiter dicta of the Supreme Court is binding on the High Courts.

(1) Both (A) and (B) are true. (B) is the reason for (A).

(2) Both (A) and (B) are true. (B) is not the only reason for (A).

(3) (A) is true and (B) is false.

(4) (A) is false and (B) is true.

Based on the following assertion and reason, choose the correct option:

Assertion (A): If the State law is later in time and had been reserved for Presidential consideration
and has received President’s assent, the State law in that State will prevail over the Union law.
Reason (R): This allows room for flexibility, experimentation and mutual cooperation between
the Union and the States.

(1) Both (A) and (R) are true. (R) is the correct reason for (A).

(2) Both (A) and (R) are true. (R) is not the correct reason for (A).

(3) (A) is true and (R) is false.

(4) (A) is false and (R) is true.
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34.

a5,

36.

37.

II1. CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE

Which of the statements provided below is incorrect?

(1) Pleadings should contain only a statement, in a concise form of the material facts on which a
party relies, but not the evidence by which the facts are to be proved.

(2) When alleging malice, it will be sufficient to allege it without setting out the circumstances
from which it is to be inferred.

(3) When the contents of any documents are material, the entire document or the relevant part
thereof is required to be extracted in the pleadings.

(4) A party need not allege any matter of fact that the law presumes in his favor, unless it has first
been specifically denied.

Of the options provided below, choose the statement which is inaccurate with respect to the

rejection of plaints under Order 7, Rule 11.

(1) A plaint shall be rejected if the relief claimed is undervalued and the plaintiff fails to correct
the valuation within the time fixed by the court.

(2) A plaint shall be rejected if, from the statement in the plaint, the suit appears to be barred by
any law.

(3) The time fixed by the Court for correction of the valuation of the suit can be extended from
time to time, but not more that 60 days at a time.

(4) A plaint shall be rejected if it fails to disclose a cause of action.

An application for rejection of a plaint under Order 7 Rule 11 has to be decided:
(1) Prior to registering the suit.

(2) Prior to issuing notice on the suit.

(3) Prior to framing issues.

(4) At any stage of the suit before completion of Trial.

C files a partition suit against G, H, I, and J. All respondents other than J appear and contest the
suit. The Court passes a preliminary decree in favour of C against G. Subsequently, C and J settle
their differences and the Court passes a second preliminary decree based on the consent of C and
J. The Court then passes a final decree in favour of C against G, H, and I. After the final decree, J
decides that he is unhappy with the settlement and wishes to contest the second preliminary
decree. Which of the following respondents can appeal under the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908?

(1) G, H, and I can appeal against the final decree, but G cannot contest the correctness of the
preliminary decree.

(2) G, H, and I can appeal against the final decree, and G can contest the correctness of the
preliminary decree.

(3) G, H, I, and J can appeal against the final decree, but G cannot contest the correctness of the
preliminary decree and J can only contest the correctness of the second preliminary decree.

(4) G, H, I, and J can appeal against the final decree. G can contest the correctness of the
preliminary decree but J can only contest the correctness of the second preliminary decree.
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38. Monty wishes to sue as an indigent person. In which scenario will Monty’s application to sue as
an indigent person not be rejected?

(1) Monty’s cousin Richie has entered into an agreement with Monty in order to finance the
litigation.

(2) Nine months before the presentation of his application to sue as an indigent person, he has
disposed of some property, which if it were taken into account would disentitle him to sue as
an indigent person.

(3) Looking at the allegations made by Monty in his application, it would appear that the suit is
barred by any law for the time being in force.

(4) Monty has entered into an agreement with his cousin Riche, under which Richie has obtained
an interest in the subject matter of the suit.

39. A housing board simultaneously issues individual notices to thirty tenants informing them of a
30% increase in the rent. None of the tenants paid the increased rent and the housing board began
eviction proceedings. One tenant seeks to represent all thirty tenants. Can one tenant represent all
thirty tenants under the Code of Civil Procedure, 19087
(1) No, because Order 1, Rule 8 only permits a person to sue on behalf of others, but not defend a
suit on behalf of others.

(2) Yes, but only with the permission of the Court under Order 1, Rule 8.

(3) No, because there is no commonality of interest under Order 1, Rule 8 as each tenant is only
concerned with their own eviction.

(4) Yes, as long as all thirty tenants agree in writing to be represented by the one tenant.

40. In M. Nagabhushana v. State of Karnataka, the Supreme Court held as follows:

“12. The principles of res judicata are of universal application as they are based on two age-old

principles, namely, interest reipublicae ut sit finis litium which means that it is in the interest of

the State that there should be an end to litigation and the other principle is nemo debet bis vexari,

si constat curiae quod sit pro una et eademn causa meaning thereby that no one ought to be vexed

twice in a litigation if it appears to the court that it is for one and the same cause. This doctrine of

res judicata is common to all civilised system of jurisprudence to the extent that a judgment after a

proper trial by a court of competent jurisdiction should be regarded as final and conclusive

determination of the questions litigated and should for ever set the controversy at rest.

13. That principle of finality of litigation is based on high principle of public policy. In the

absence of such a principle great oppression might result under the colour and pretence of law

inasmuch as there will be no end of litigation and a rich and malicious litigant will succeed in

infinitely vexing his opponent by repetitive suits and actions. This may compel the weaker party to

relinquish his right. The doctrine of res judicata has been evolved to prevent such an anarchy. That

is why it is perceived that the plea of res judicata is not a technical doctrine but a fundamental

principle which sustains the rule of law in ensuring finality in litigation. This principle seeks to

promote honesty and a fair administration of justice and to prevent abuse in the matter of

accessing court for agitating on issues which have become final between the parties.”

On a reading of the above extract, which of the following statements are true?

(i) Res Judicata can be invoked where it is specifically provided for in a statute.

(i1) Res Judicata can be invoked if the /is is between the same parties and same cause of action
even if the statute does not provide for application of principles of res judicata.

(iii) Res Judicata can be invoked even where an issue hasn’t been decided but could have been
raised in an earlier proceeding between the same parties.

(1) Only (i).

(2) (i) and (ii).

(3) (i) and (iii).

(4) All of the above.
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