
AILET 2023 Ph.D Question Paper with Solutions

Time Allowed :90 Minutes Maximum Marks :100 Total Questions :50

General Instructions

Read the following instructions very carefully and strictly follow them:

1. No clarification on the Question paper can be sought. Answer the questions as
they are.

2. There are two (2) Sections (A and B) in this Question Booklet. Section A has 50
Multiple Choice Questions (MCQ) of one mark each to be answered in the OMR
Response Sheet only. Section B has 3 Descriptive Questions and the candidate has
to answer only One (1) question of 50 marks to be answered in the Answer Booklet
only with the BLACK/BLUE BALL POINT PEN. No Additional Sheet/Answer
Booklet will be provided. Total marks are 100.

3. There will be negative marking. 0.25 marks will be deducted for every wrong
answer.

4. Candidates have to indicate the most appropriate answer by darkening one of the
four responses provided, with BLACK/BLUE BALL POINT PEN in the OMR
Answer Sheet.

5. Answering the question by any method other than the method indicated above
shall be considered wrong answer.

6. More than one response to a question shall be counted as wrong answer.

7. The candidate shall not write anything on the OMR Answer Sheet other than the
details required and in the spaces provided for.

8. After the examination is over, the candidate can carry the test booklet along with
candidate’s copy of the OMR, after handing over the original OMR to the
invigilator.

9. The use of any unfair means by any candidate shall result in the cancellation of
his/her candidature.

10. Impersonation is an offence and the candidate, apart from disqualification, may
have to face criminal prosecution.

11. Electronic gadgets like mobile phones, pagers or calculators etc. are strictly not
permitted inside the Test Centre/Hall.

12. The candidates shall not leave the hall before the end of the test.
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Section - A

1. Which of the following condition must be satisfied for invoking Section 210 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, in a case?

(A) There must be a complaint pending for inquiry or trial
(B) Investigation by the police must be in progress
(C) Both a) and b) are correct
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (C) Both a) and b) are correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the necessary conditions to apply Section 210 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure (CrPC), 1973. This section deals with the procedure to be followed when there is a
complaint case and a police investigation in respect of the same offence.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 210(1) of the CrPC states: ”When in a case instituted otherwise than on a police report
(hereinafter referred to as a complaint case), it is made to appear to the Magistrate, during
the course of the inquiry or trial held by him, that an investigation by the police is in progress
in relation to the offence which is the subject-matter of the inquiry or trial held by him, the
Magistrate shall stay the proceedings of such inquiry or trial and call for a report on the matter
from the police officer conducting the investigation.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Based on the text of Section 210(1) CrPC, two conditions must be met simultaneously for it
to be invoked:
1. A complaint case must be pending before a Magistrate for inquiry or trial. This corresponds
to option (A).
2. A police investigation must be in progress for the very same offence that is the subject of
the complaint case. This corresponds to option (B).
Since both conditions are mandatory, the correct choice is that both (A) and (B) are correct.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The procedure under Section 210 of CrPC is triggered only when a complaint is pending before
a Magistrate and a police investigation into the same offence is also underway. Therefore, both
conditions mentioned in (A) and (B) must be satisfied.
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Quick Tip

Remember that Section 210 CrPC aims to prevent parallel proceedings (a private com-
plaint and a police investigation) for the same offence, which could lead to conflicting
outcomes. The Magistrate stays the complaint case to await the outcome of the police
investigation.

2. Assertion (A): The rule making power of the Supreme Court is not subject to
any law made by the Parliament of India.
Reason (R): Only an impartial and independent judiciary can protect the right of
the individual without fear or favour.

(A) (A) is true but (R) is false.
(B) Both (A) and (R) are true.
(C) Both (A) and (R) are false.
(D) (A) is false but (R) is true.

Correct Answer: (D) (A) is false but (R) is true.

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question consists of two statements: an Assertion (A) about the Supreme Court’s rule-
making power and a Reason (R) about the role of an independent judiciary. We need to eval-
uate the truthfulness of both statements and determine if (R) is the correct explanation for (A).

Step 2: Key Concept:
The rule-making power of the Supreme Court is governed by Article 145 of the Constitution of
India.
Article 145(1) states: ”Subject to the provisions of any law made by Parliament, the Supreme
Court may from time to time, with the approval of the President, make rules for regulating
generally the practice and procedure of the Court...”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Evaluating Assertion (A): The phrase ”Subject to the provisions of any law made by Parlia-
ment” in Article 145(1) explicitly makes the Supreme Court’s rule-making power subordinate
to any law enacted by the Parliament on the matter. Therefore, the assertion that this power
is not subject to any law made by Parliament is false.
Evaluating Reason (R): The statement that an impartial and independent judiciary is essen-
tial to protect individual rights without fear or favour is a cornerstone principle of constitutional
democracy and the doctrine of separation of powers. This statement is fundamentally true and
reflects the intended role of the judiciary.
Conclusion: Assertion (A) is false, while Reason (R) is a true statement. However, (R) does
not and cannot explain (A), especially since (A) is incorrect.
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Step 4: Final Answer:
The assertion (A) is factually incorrect based on Article 145 of the Constitution. The reason
(R) is a correct statement about the importance of an independent judiciary. Thus, (A) is false
but (R) is true.

Quick Tip

In Assertion-Reason questions, always evaluate each statement independently first. Then,
check the relationship between them. Pay close attention to constitutional articles that
define the powers and limitations of governmental bodies.

3. Roscoe Pound’s theory identifies the proper goal of a legal system as the satisfac-
tion of demands, desires, and claims. The demands, desires, and claims are called as

(A) Interests
(B) Rights
(C) Duties
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (A) Interests

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the specific term used in Roscoe Pound’s sociological jurisprudence to
describe the ”demands, desires, and claims” that a legal system seeks to satisfy.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Roscoe Pound was a prominent American legal scholar and a leading figure in the school of so-
ciological jurisprudence. His central theory is that of ”social engineering,” which views law as a
tool to balance competing interests in society to achieve the greatest good with the least friction.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
In Pound’s theory, the ”demands, desires, and claims” which people seek to have satisfied are
collectively termed as ”Interests”. He classified these interests into three categories:
1. Individual Interests: Claims or demands from the standpoint of an individual’s life (e.g.,
personality, domestic relations, substance).
2. Public Interests: Claims or demands from the standpoint of life in a politically organized
society (e.g., interests of the state as a juristic person).
3. Social Interests: Claims or demands from the standpoint of social life in a civilized society
(e.g., general security, social institutions, general morals, conservation of social resources).
The function of law, according to Pound, is to recognize, define, and secure these competing
interests.
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Step 4: Final Answer:
According to Roscoe Pound’s theory, the demands, desires, and claims that the legal system
aims to satisfy are known as ”Interests”.

Quick Tip

To remember Pound’s theory, associate him with the term ”social engineering.” Just
as an engineer uses scientific principles to build structures, Pound believed lawmakers
should use legal principles to build a better society by balancing competing ”interests.”

4. Which of the following is not correct regarding a person arrested with or with-
out warrant by a police officer or under a warrant by a private person?

(A) Search can be made only by the police officer arresting him
(B) Search may be made by the private person arresting him
(C) Private person can neither arrest nor search any person
(D) Private person can arrest and search any person

Correct Answer: (A) Search can be made only by the police officer arresting him

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the incorrect statement regarding the arrest and search of a per-
son. The question’s phrasing is slightly confusing, but it covers scenarios involving arrest by
police and private persons. Let’s analyze each option’s legal validity.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The relevant provisions are Section 43 (Arrest by private person) and Section 51 (Search of
arrested person) of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973.
- Section 43, CrPC: A private person may arrest any person who in his view commits a non-
bailable and cognizable offence. After the arrest, the private person must, without unnecessary
delay, make over the arrested person to a police officer or take him to the nearest police station.
- Section 51, CrPC: This section empowers a police officer to search an arrested person and
place in safe custody all articles, other than necessary wearing-apparel, found upon him. The
power of search is vested in the police officer.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s evaluate each statement:
- (B) Search may be made by the private person arresting him: This is incorrect. The
law (CrPC) does not empower a private person to conduct a search of the person they have
arrested. Their duty is to hand the person over to the police.
- (C) Private person can neither arrest nor search any person: This is incorrect. A
private person can arrest under the specific conditions of Section 43 CrPC.
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- (D) Private person can arrest and search any person: This is incorrect. A private
person can arrest, but they cannot search.
- (A) Search can be made only by the police officer arresting him: This statement is
also ”not correct” in a strict sense. While a police officer who arrests a person can search them
under Section 51, the search is not exclusively limited to the arresting officer. For instance, if
a private person arrests someone and hands them over to a police officer at the station, that
officer (who did not make the initial arrest) can then conduct the search. Therefore, the word
”only” makes this statement legally inaccurate.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The question asks for the statement that is ”not correct”. Options (B), (C), and (D) are
definitively incorrect statements of law. However, in multiple-choice questions, we must choose
the best incorrect option. Option (A) is subtly incorrect due to the word ”only”. A search
can be conducted by a police officer, but not necessarily the one who made the initial arrest,
especially in cases under Sec 43. Given the provided answer key points to (A), the logic is that
this statement presents an inaccurate limitation on the power of search. The other options are
more direct misstatements of the fundamental powers of arrest and search. This is a poorly
formulated question, but (A) is incorrect because the power to search is not restricted solely to
the officer who physically made the arrest.

Quick Tip

When analyzing legal questions, pay close attention to absolute words like ”only,” ”al-
ways,” ”never,” and ”must.” These words often make a statement too rigid and legally
inaccurate, as the law frequently provides for exceptions or broader applications.

5. ”What cannot be done directly, cannot be done indirectly”- this statement epit-
omises the doctrine of

(A) Colourable legislation
(B) Pith and substance
(C) Harmonious construction
(D) Doctrine of Eclipse

Correct Answer: (A) Colourable legislation

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question provides a legal maxim and asks which constitutional doctrine it represents. The
maxim is ”Quando aliquid prohibetur ex directo, prohibetur et per obliquum,” which translates
to ”What cannot be done directly, cannot be done indirectly.”
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Step 2: Key Concept:
We need to understand the meaning of the given constitutional doctrines:
- Colourable legislation: This doctrine is used to examine the true nature and substance of
a law to determine if the legislature is trying to do something indirectly that it is not permitted
to do directly. It relates to the competence of the legislature.
- Pith and substance: This doctrine is applied when a law passed by one legislature en-
croaches upon the subject matter assigned to another legislature. The court looks at the ”true
nature and character” of the legislation to determine which list (Union, State, or Concurrent)
it falls into.
- Harmonious construction: This rule is used to interpret statutes or constitutional provi-
sions that are in apparent conflict with each other. The goal is to construe them harmoniously
to give effect to both.
- Doctrine of Eclipse: This doctrine applies to pre-constitutional laws that are inconsis-
tent with fundamental rights. Such a law is not dead but becomes dormant or overshadowed
(eclipsed) by the fundamental right. It can become operative again if the constitutional limi-
tation is removed.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The maxim ”What cannot be done directly, cannot be done indirectly” is the very essence of the
doctrine of colourable legislation. It means that if a legislature is constitutionally prohibited
from legislating on a particular subject, it cannot use a disguised, covert, or indirect method to
achieve the same result. The court will look behind the apparent form of the law to its actual
substance to see if the legislature has transgressed its powers.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The statement directly embodies the principle behind the doctrine of colourable legislation.

Quick Tip

Associate key phrases with each doctrine: - Colourable Legislation: ”Cannot do indirectly
what you cannot do directly.” - Pith and Substance: ”True nature and character.” -
Harmonious Construction: ”Avoid conflict between provisions.” - Doctrine of Eclipse:
”Overshadowed by fundamental rights.”

6. ”The High Court may confer on any Magistrate invested with the powers of a
Magistrate of the second-class, power to try summarily any offence.” Which of the
following is not correct regarding the powers of such Magistrate to try summarily
an offence ?

(A) Can try offences punishable only with fine
(B) Can try offences punishable with imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months with
fine
(C) Can try offences punishable with imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months with-
out fine
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(D) Cannot pass a sentence of less than six months

Correct Answer: (D) Cannot pass a sentence of less than six months

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the incorrect statement about the powers of a Second-Class Mag-
istrate who has been specially empowered by the High Court to conduct summary trials.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The relevant provisions are Section 261 and Section 262 of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973.
- Section 261 (Summary trial by Magistrate of the second class): The High Court may
confer on any Magistrate invested with the powers of a Magistrate of the second class power to
try summarily any offence which is punishable only with fine or with imprisonment for a term
not exceeding six months with or without fine, and any abetment of or attempt to commit any
such offence.
- Section 262(2) (Procedure for summary trials): No sentence of imprisonment for a
term exceeding three months shall be passed in the case of any conviction in a summary trial.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the options based on the legal provisions:
- (A), (B), and (C): Section 261 explicitly states that such a Magistrate can try offences
punishable only with fine, or with imprisonment up to six months (with or without fine). So,
these statements are correct descriptions of the Magistrate’s power to try the offences.
- (D) Cannot pass a sentence of less than six months: This statement is incorrect for
two reasons. First, there is no minimum sentence prescribed. Second, and more importantly,
Section 262(2) imposes a maximum limit on the sentence that can be passed in any summary
trial, which is three months of imprisonment. Therefore, not only can the Magistrate pass a
sentence of less than six months, but they are also prohibited from passing a sentence of more
than three months. The statement is factually and legally wrong.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The question asks for the statement that is ”not correct.” Statement (D) is patently incorrect
as the maximum sentence in a summary trial is three months, and there is no minimum sentence.

Quick Tip

Distinguish between the power to try an offence and the power to pass a sentence. A
magistrate may be empowered to try cases where the maximum punishment is high (e.g.,
up to 6 months under Sec 261), but their sentencing power in that specific type of trial
(summary trial) might be lower (e.g., up to 3 months under Sec 262).
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7. When a person is accused of committing more than one offence of the same
kind, either against the same person or not, he may be charged with and tried at
one trial if the said offences were committed within the space of

(A) Six months
(B) Eight months
(C) Ten months
(D) Twelve months

Correct Answer: (D) Twelve months

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks about the time frame within which multiple offences of the same kind must
have been committed to be tried together in a single trial. This is a rule related to the joinder
of charges.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This situation is governed by Section 219 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973.
Section 219(1), CrPC: ”When a person is accused of more offences than one of the same
kind committed within the space of twelve months from the first to the last of such offences,
whether in respect of the same person or not, he may be charged with, and tried at one trial
for, any number of them not exceeding three.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
According to Section 219, there are three conditions for joining charges for multiple offences:
1. The offences must be of the ”same kind”.
2. The number of such offences should not exceed three.
3. These offences must have been committed within a span of twelve months.
The question specifically asks for this time period.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, in Section 219, specifies that up to three offences of
the same kind committed within a space of twelve months can be tried together.

Quick Tip

Remember the rule of three for Section 219 CrPC: up to three offences of the same kind
committed within twelve months can be tried at one trial.

8. The Supreme Court in which of the following case held that ”though the right
to pursue higher education has not been spelt out as a Fundamental Right under
Part III of the Constitution, it bears emphasis that access to professional education
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is not a governmental largesse, and that the State has an affirmative obligation to
facilitate access to education at all levels.”

(A) Seema Kumari v. Union of India, (2014)
(B) Dr. Jaishri Laxmanrao Patil v. The Chief Minister, (2021)
(C) Jayamma v. State of Karnataka, (2021)
(D) Farzana Batool v. Union of India, (2021)

Correct Answer: (D) Farzana Batool v. Union of India, (2021)

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the Supreme Court case in which the specific observation about
access to higher education, as quoted, was made.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This requires knowledge of recent Supreme Court judgments related to the right to education.
The quote emphasizes that while higher education may not be a fundamental right in itself,
the state has a positive duty to facilitate access to it and it is not a mere charity or favour from
the government.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The quoted observation was made by the Supreme Court in the case of Farzana Batool v.
Union of India, (2021). This case involved two students from Ladakh who were facing diffi-
culties in accessing medical education due to their financial constraints and the administrative
setup.
The bench, comprising Justices D.Y. Chandrachud and M.R. Shah, made these remarks while
directing the Union Territory of Ladakh’s administration to ensure that the students’ financial
constraints did not prevent them from pursuing their medical education. The Court’s judgment
highlighted the state’s affirmative duty to promote educational opportunities for its citizens.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The specific holding quoted in the question is from the Supreme Court’s judgment in Farzana
Batool v. Union of India, (2021).

Quick Tip

When studying case law, try to remember the core principle or a key quote from land-
mark judgments. For recent cases, pay special attention to those that expand upon the
interpretation of fundamental rights and directive principles, especially in the context of
social justice and education.
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9. In which case, it was held by the Supreme Court that an anticipatory bail cannot
be limited or restricted to a fixed period?

(A) Siddharam Satlingappa Mhetre v. State of Maharashtra, (2011)
(B) Abdulsamad Shaikh v. State of Maharashtra, (1996)
(C) Sushila Aggarwal v. State of NCT of Delhi, (2020)
(D) P. Chidambaram v. Directorate of Enforcement, (2019)

Correct Answer: (C) Sushila Aggarwal v. State of NCT of Delhi, (2020)

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the Supreme Court case which laid down the principle that an
order of anticipatory bail (pre-arrest bail) under Section 438 of the CrPC should not normally
be limited to a fixed period.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Anticipatory bail is a direction from a court to release a person on bail even before they are
arrested. The law regarding its duration was a subject of conflicting judgments for a long time
until a Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court settled the issue.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The case that settled this issue is Sushila Aggarwal v. State of NCT of Delhi, (2020).
A five-judge Constitution Bench of the Supreme Court held the following:
- The protection granted to a person under Section 438 CrPC should not invariably be limited
to a fixed period.
- It should inure in favour of the accused without any restriction on time.
- The life of an anticipatory bail order does not end at the time and stage when the accused is
summoned by the court, or when charges are framed, but can continue till the end of the trial.
While the court can impose conditions, limiting the bail to a fixed period as a general rule
was held to be incorrect. The earlier case of Siddharam Satlingappa Mhetre also held a simi-
lar view, but Sushila Aggarwal was the definitive Constitution Bench ruling that settled the law.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The landmark judgment that held that anticipatory bail should not be limited to a fixed period
was delivered by the Constitution Bench in Sushila Aggarwal v. State of NCT of Delhi, (2020).

Quick Tip

For topics like bail, anticipatory bail, and arrest, always keep track of the latest Consti-
tution Bench judgments of the Supreme Court. These judgments settle conflicting views
and become the definitive law on the subject. Sushila Aggarwal is the key case for the
duration of anticipatory bail.
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10. ’Z’ attempts to horsewhip ’A’, not in such a manner as to cause grievous hurt
to ’A’. ’A’ draws out a pistol but ’Z’ continues the assault. ’A’ believing in good
faith that he can not save himself by any other means, shoots ’Z’ dead. ’A’ is liable
for

(A) Murder
(B) Culpable homicide not amounting murder under exception 2 of section 300
(C) Culpable homicide not amounting murder under exception 1 of section 300
(D) Not liable since the act was done in exercise of right of private defence

Correct Answer: (B) Culpable homicide not amounting murder under exception 2 of section
300

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question presents a scenario involving the right of private defence. ’A’ kills ’Z’ while de-
fending against an assault by ’Z’. We need to determine the criminal liability of ’A’.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The relevant provisions are the right of private defence under Sections 96-106 of the Indian
Penal Code (IPC) and the exceptions to Section 300 (Murder) of the IPC.
- Section 99 IPC: The right of private defence in no case extends to the inflicting of more
harm than it is necessary to inflict for the purpose of defence.
- Section 100 IPC: The right of private defence of the body extends to causing death when
the assault reasonably causes the apprehension of death or grievous hurt, among other things.
- Exception 2 to Section 300 IPC: Culpable homicide is not murder if the offender, in the
exercise in good faith of the right of private defence of person or property, exceeds the power
given to him by law and causes the death of the person against whom he is exercising such
right of defence without premeditation, and without any intention of doing more harm than is
necessary for the purpose of such defence.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
1. Did ’A’ have the right of private defence? Yes, ’Z’ was assaulting ’A’ with a horsewhip,
so ’A’ had the right to defend himself.
2. Did the right extend to causing death? The initial assault was ”not in such a manner
as to cause grievous hurt”. Therefore, under Section 100 IPC, ’A’ did not have the right to
cause Z’s death. Drawing a pistol and shooting ’Z’ dead was inflicting more harm than was
necessary for defence against a simple assault.
3. Does any exception apply? The facts state that ’A’ acted ”believing in good faith that he
cannot save himself by any other means”. This directly invokes Exception 2 to Section 300. ’A’
had a right of private defence, but he exceeded it in good faith. He did not have the intention
of doing more harm than necessary, but in his panic or misjudgment, he used excessive force,
causing death.
- It is not murder (A) because an exception applies.
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- It is not justifiable homicide (D) because he exceeded his right.
- It is not under Exception 1 (grave and sudden provocation) because the facts don’t support
it.
The scenario fits perfectly within Exception 2, making ’A’ liable for culpable homicide not
amounting to murder.

Step 4: Final Answer:
’A’ exceeded his right of private defence in good faith, which is covered by Exception 2 to
Section 300 of the IPC. Therefore, he is liable for culpable homicide not amounting to murder.

Quick Tip

When analyzing private defence questions, follow a three-step process: (1) Does the right
exist at all? (2) If yes, what is the extent of harm that can be inflicted (up to causing
death, or less)? (3) If the harm inflicted exceeds the limit, was it done in good faith?
This will lead you to the correct exception under Section 300 IPC.

11. Offence of ’Waging of War’ and offence of ’Sedition’ require

(A) Both require mens rea as an element
(B) Both do not require mens rea as an element
(C) Only waging of war requires mens rea as an element
(D) Only Sedition requires mens rea as an element

Correct Answer: (A) Both require mens rea as an element

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks whether the offences of ’Waging of War’ (Section 121, IPC) and ’Sedition’
(Section 124A, IPC) require the presence of mens rea (a guilty mind or criminal intent).

Step 2: Key Concept:
Mens rea is a fundamental principle of criminal law, expressed in the maxim ”actus non facit
reum nisi mens sit rea” (an act does not make a person guilty unless their mind is also guilty).
Most serious crimes, especially those under the IPC, require both an actus reus (a guilty act)
and mens rea.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
- Waging of War (Section 121, IPC): The language of the section is ”Whoever, wages war
against the Government of India, or attempts to wage such war, or abets the waging of such
war...”. Waging war is an act of extreme disloyalty and rebellion. It is inherently an intentional
act. It requires a purpose and design to overthrow the government through violence. This pur-
pose constitutes the mens rea.
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- Sedition (Section 124A, IPC): The section punishes anyone who ”brings or attempts to
bring into hatred or contempt, or excites or attempts to excite disaffection towards, the Gov-
ernment established by law...”. The intention to cause hatred, contempt, or disaffection is the
essential mens rea for the offence of sedition. The Supreme Court in Kedar Nath Singh v.
State of Bihar (1962) held that the act must have a pernicious tendency or intention of creating
public disorder or disturbance of law and order. This confirms the requirement of intent.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Both waging war and sedition are serious offences against the State. They are not strict liability
offences. The very nature of these acts—challenging the authority of the state—implies a guilty
intention or mens rea. Therefore, both require mens rea as a necessary element.

Quick Tip

As a general rule, assume that most major offences under the Indian Penal Code re-
quire mens rea unless they are explicitly defined as strict liability offences (e.g., certain
public welfare offences, kidnapping from lawful guardianship where the minor’s age is
concerned). Offences against the State are almost always based on intentional conduct.

12. ’Morals are more dynamic, more revolutionary, more mobile, more directed
towards the future ... than is the law. The latter is more attached to traditional
practices than to acts of innovation, more dependent on intellectual representations
and the balance of forces than is morality. Yet, ... there have been cases where
”an advanced law” has overcome current morality so that law has become a factor
in moral change.’ This exception happens in which of the following circumstance ?

(A) Modernity
(B) Attainment of age of scientific temper
(C) Revolutions
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (C) Revolutions

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question presents a philosophical statement about the relationship between law and moral-
ity. It states that law is usually conservative and lags behind morality. However, it points out
an exception where an ”advanced law” can proactively change morality. The question asks in
which circumstance this exception typically occurs.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question delves into legal philosophy and the sociology of law, specifically the dynamic
interplay between law and social norms (morality). Law can be a tool for social change, not
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just a reflection of existing norms.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The quote describes a situation where law leads and morality follows. This radical shift, where
law doesn’t just codify existing morals but actively creates new ones, is most characteristic of
periods of profound societal upheaval and transformation.
- (A) Modernity and (B) Attainment of age of scientific temper are gradual processes
of social change, where law and morality often evolve together, sometimes with one slightly
leading the other.
- (C) Revolutions (whether political, social, or economic) are characterized by a rapid and
fundamental break from the past. A revolutionary government often enacts radical new laws to
dismantle the old order and establish a new one. These laws (e.g., concerning property rights,
family structures, individual liberties) are often far ahead of the prevailing ”current morality”
of the old regime and are intended to forcibly reshape societal values and create a new morality
consistent with the revolutionary ideology. For example, the legal abolition of feudalism or the
introduction of radical equality laws post-revolution are ”advanced laws” that aim to change
societal morality.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The circumstance where law most dramatically leads and shapes morality is during and after
a revolution, which seeks to fundamentally re-engineer society.

Quick Tip

In jurisprudence questions about law and morality, remember the general rule: law often
follows morality. When looking for an exception where law leads morality in a drastic
way, think of drastic events. A revolution is the most drastic form of social and legal
change.

13. Right of private defence against the act of Public Servant is available if

(A) The act does not cause reasonable apprehension of grievous hurt
(B) The public servant is acting in good faith under colour of his office
(C) The act of public servant is not strictly justifiable by law though done in good faith
(D) The person does not know or has reason to believe that the act is being done by a public
servant

Correct Answer: (D) The person does not know or has reason to believe that the act is being
done by a public servant

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the condition under which the right of private defence is available against
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an act done by a public servant.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 99 of the Indian Penal Code (IPC) places restrictions on the right of private defence.
Specifically, it states that there is no right of private defence against an act done, or attempted
to be done, by a public servant acting in good faith under colour of his office, even though that
act may not be strictly justifiable by law.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the options based on Section 99 IPC:
- (A), (B), and (C) describe situations where the right of private defence is generally not
available against a public servant. Section 99 explicitly states that the right is unavailable if
the public servant acts in good faith under colour of office (B), even if the act isn’t strictly
justifiable (C), provided the act doesn’t cause a reasonable apprehension of death or grievous
hurt (A). These are the conditions that restrict the right.
- (D) The person does not know or has reason to believe that the act is being done
by a public servant: This is the exception to the restriction. Section 99 contains a proviso
that the protection for public servants does not apply if the person against whom the act is
done does not know or have reason to believe that the person doing the act is a public servant.
If you don’t know the person is a public servant (e.g., a plainclothes officer who doesn’t identify
himself), you can exercise your right of private defence as you would against any other person.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The right of private defence is available against a public servant if the person exercising the
right is unaware of the official capacity of the person they are defending against.

Quick Tip

Remember that Section 99 IPC protects public servants to allow them to perform their
duties without fear of reprisal. However, this protection is not absolute. The two key con-
ditions for its removal are: (1) if the servant’s act causes apprehension of death/grievous
hurt, or (2) if the citizen is unaware that the person is a public servant.

14. To fix the liability on the basis of ’Common Object’, which condition is not
required to be satisfied?

(A) Prior concert or meeting of minds
(B) Offence was committed in prosecution of the common object of the assembly
(C) Members of the assembly knew that there is a likelihood of its commission
(D) Membership of that assembly at the time of commission of that offence

Correct Answer: (A) Prior concert or meeting of minds
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Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks which of the given conditions is not a requirement for establishing vicarious
liability based on a ’Common Object’ under the Indian Penal Code.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The concept of ’Common Object’ is defined in Section 149 of the IPC, which deals with construc-
tive liability for members of an unlawful assembly. This is distinct from ’Common Intention’
under Section 34 of the IPC.
- Section 149 (Common Object): ”If an offence is committed by any member of an unlawful
assembly in prosecution of the common object of that assembly, or such as the members of that
assembly knew to be likely to be committed in prosecution of that object, every person who,
at the time of the committing of that offence, is a member of the same assembly, is guilty of
that offence.”
- Section 34 (Common Intention): Requires a ”prior meeting of the minds” or ”pre-
arranged plan.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the options in the context of Section 149 IPC:
- (B) Offence was committed in prosecution of the common object of the assembly:
This is a direct requirement mentioned in Section 149.
- (C) Members of the assembly knew that there is a likelihood of its commission:
This is the alternative requirement also mentioned directly in Section 149 (”...or such as the
members...knew to be likely to be committed...”).
- (D) Membership of that assembly at the time of commission of that offence: This
is a fundamental requirement. Liability is fixed on a person because they were a member of
the unlawful assembly when the offence was committed.
- (A) Prior concert or meeting of minds: This is the hallmark of ’Common Intention’
under Section 34. For ’Common Object’ under Section 149, a pre-arranged plan is not neces-
sary. The common object can develop spontaneously on the spot among the members of the
assembly. What is required is a shared object, not a prior agreement.

Step 4: Final Answer:
”Prior concert or meeting of minds” is a necessary condition for common intention (Section 34),
but not for common object (Section 149). Therefore, it is the condition that is not required to
be satisfied.

Quick Tip

The key difference between Common Intention (Sec 34) and Common Object (Sec 149)
is the requirement of a prior plan. - Sec 34 (Intention): Requires a pre-arranged plan.
Number of people can be 2 or more. - Sec 149 (Object): Requires membership in an
unlawful assembly (5 or more people). The object can be spontaneous; no prior plan is
needed.
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15. ”... From a critical legal studies point of view, there is no ’rule of law’ in the
singular. Rather, there are versions of the rule of law, each serving different ideo-
logical goals – a ’rule of law with liberal characteristics,’ a ’rule of law with Chinese
characteristics,’ and so on through one’s preferred list of ideological projects.” Such
an argument stems from which of core positions of CLS?

(A) Indeterminacy thesis
(B) Non neutrality of law
(C) Law as an institution of subordination
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (A) Indeterminacy thesis

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question presents a quote reflecting the viewpoint of Critical Legal Studies (CLS). The
quote argues that the ”rule of law” is not a single, objective concept but a malleable idea that
can be shaped to serve different ideologies. We need to identify which core principle of CLS
this argument represents.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Critical Legal Studies (CLS) is a school of thought in jurisprudence that emerged in the 1970s.
Its core tenets include:
- Indeterminacy Thesis: The belief that law is not a consistent, logical, and determinate
system of rules. Legal materials (statutes, case law) are full of gaps, conflicts, and ambiguities,
allowing judges to interpret them in multiple ways to reach almost any desired outcome, often
based on their own political or ideological biases.
- Non-neutrality of Law / Law is Politics: Law is not neutral or objective but is a tool
used by the powerful to maintain their dominance and existing social hierarchies. Legal deci-
sions are essentially political decisions.
- Law as an Institution of Subordination: Law and legal reasoning help to legitimize and
perpetuate unjust social structures, such as those based on class, race, and gender.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The quote directly attacks the idea of a singular, stable ”rule of law.” By suggesting that there
are multiple ”versions” of the rule of law (”liberal,” ”Chinese,” etc.) each tailored to a specific
”ideological project,” the quote is arguing that the concept itself is not fixed or determinate.
It can be interpreted and applied in contradictory ways depending on the underlying ideology.
This is the essence of the Indeterminacy Thesis. The very rules and principles that consti-
tute the ”rule of law” are seen as ambiguous and open to manipulation, making the concept
indeterminate.
While the argument also touches upon the non-neutrality of law (B) and law as subordination
(C), its primary focus is on the flexible and contradictory nature of the legal concept itself,
which is the core of the indeterminacy thesis. The fact that law can be shaped for different
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ideologies (non-neutrality) stems from its inherent indeterminacy.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The argument that there are multiple, ideologically-driven versions of the ”rule of law” directly
stems from the CLS position of the Indeterminacy Thesis, which posits that legal concepts are
not fixed and can be interpreted in various, often conflicting, ways.

Quick Tip

To differentiate CLS tenets: - Indeterminacy: Focuses on the ambiguity and contradiction
within legal rules themselves. - Non-neutrality: Focuses on the biased application and
purpose of law to serve political ends. - Subordination: Focuses on the outcome or effect
of law in maintaining social hierarchies. The quote’s focus is on the internal flexibility of
the concept (”versions”), making indeterminacy the best fit.

16. Which of the following case is not related to offence of ’Rape’?

(A) Independent thought v. Union of India (2018)
(B) Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018)
(C) Bharwada Bhogin Bhai Hirji Bhai v. State of Gujarat (1983)
(D) Rao Harnarayan v. State (1958)

Correct Answer: (B) Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018)

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify which of the given landmark legal cases is not related to the
offence of ’Rape’ as defined under the Indian Penal Code (IPC).

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question requires knowledge of important Supreme Court judgments related to criminal
law, specifically the offences of Rape (Section 375, IPC) and Unnatural Offences (Section 377,
IPC).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) Independent thought v. Union of India (2018): This case is directly related to rape.
The Supreme Court read down the exception 2 to Section 375 of the IPC, which protected a
husband from being prosecuted for raping his wife if she was over 15. The court held that
sexual intercourse with a wife aged between 15 and 18 would constitute rape.
(B) Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018): This case is not related to rape. It is
a landmark judgment that decriminalized homosexuality by striking down parts of Section 377
of the IPC that criminalized consensual ”carnal intercourse against the order of nature”. The
case dealt with consensual sexual acts between adults, not the non-consensual act of rape.
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(C) Bharwada Bhogin Bhai Hirji Bhai v. State of Gujarat (1983): This case is related
to rape. It dealt with the crucial aspect of a victim’s consent and the credibility of her testi-
mony in a rape trial.
(D) Rao Harnarayan v. State (1958): This case is also related to rape and discusses the
evidentiary value of a prosecutrix’s testimony.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Based on the analysis, the case of Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India deals with Section
377 (Unnatural Offences) and the rights of the LGBTQ+ community, not the offence of Rape
under Section 375. Therefore, it is the correct answer.

Quick Tip

For law entrance exams, it’s crucial to create a list of landmark cases categorized by
subject matter (e.g., Criminal Law, Constitutional Law). For each case, note the key
principle or section of law it addresses. This helps in quickly identifying the correct
answer in ”match the following” or ”identify the unrelated case” type questions.

17. What was the principle laid down by the Supreme Court in A. K. Kraipak v.
Union of India (1969)?

(A) Rule of Law is embedded in Article 14 of the Constitution of India.
(B) Judicial Review is a part of basic structure of the Constitution.
(C) Principles of Natural Justice are applicable to administrative proceedings.
(D) Post decisional hearing would be sufficient for the observance of principles of natural justice.

Correct Answer: (C) Principles of Natural Justice are applicable to administrative proceed-
ings.

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the main legal principle established in the Supreme Court case of A. K.
Kraipak v. Union of India.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question pertains to Administrative Law and the scope of Principles of Natural Justice,
which include the rule against bias (nemo judex in causa sua) and the right to a fair hearing
(audi alteram partem).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The case of A. K. Kraipak v. Union of India is a watershed moment in Indian Administrative
Law. Before this judgment, the application of Principles of Natural Justice was generally con-
fined to judicial and quasi-judicial proceedings. Administrative actions were considered outside
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their purview.
In this case, the Supreme Court held that the distinction between quasi-judicial and admin-
istrative functions is thin and often blurred. It ruled that the Principles of Natural Justice
must be applied to administrative proceedings as well, especially when they affect the rights of
individuals. The court emphasized that the goal is to ensure fairness in action, regardless of
the label of the proceeding.
(A) While related to constitutional principles, this was not the primary holding of A. K.
Kraipak.
(B) The concept of Judicial Review being part of the basic structure was established later,
most notably in Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala.
(D) The idea of a post-decisional hearing as a cure for a pre-decisional breach of natural justice
was discussed in a different line of cases, like Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India, and is only
allowed in exceptional circumstances. It was not the principle laid down in A. K. Kraipak.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The core principle from A. K. Kraipak is the extension of the Principles of Natural Justice to
administrative proceedings to ensure fairness. Hence, option (C) is the correct answer.

Quick Tip

When studying administrative law, focus on the evolution of principles. Cases like A.
K. Kraipak and Maneka Gandhi are pivotal because they expanded the scope of fairness
(natural justice) and procedural due process in administrative actions.

18. A boy of 17 years marries a girl of 15 years. Under Hindu Marriage Act, 1955
the marriage is

(A) Void
(B) Voidable at the option of either party
(C) Valid but punishable
(D) Void-ab-initio

Correct Answer: (C) Valid but punishable

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks about the legal status of a marriage under the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955,
where both parties are below the legally prescribed minimum age for marriage.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The relevant provisions are Section 5(iii), Section 11 (Void Marriages), Section 12 (Voidable
Marriages), and Section 18 (Punishment for contravention) of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955.
- Section 5(iii) prescribes the minimum age of marriage: 21 years for the groom and 18 years
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for the bride.
- Section 11 lists the conditions that make a marriage void (e.g., bigamy, prohibited degrees).
It does not include the age requirement.
- Section 12 lists the conditions that make a marriage voidable (e.g., lack of consent, im-
potence). It also does not include the age requirement as a ground for voidability by either
party at will (though a marriage with a bride below 18 can be repudiated by her under specific
conditions, which is different from being voidable at the option of either party).
- Section 18 prescribes punishment for contravention of certain conditions of Section 5, in-
cluding the age requirement in Section 5(iii).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The marriage in question violates the condition set out in Section 5(iii) of the Hindu Marriage
Act, 1955, as the boy is 17 (below 21) and the girl is 15 (below 18).
However, the Act does not declare a marriage void or voidable simply for contravening the age
condition. The specific grounds for a marriage to be declared void are mentioned in Section
11, and the grounds for it to be voidable are in Section 12. The violation of the age condition
of Section 5(iii) is not listed in either of these sections.
Instead, Section 18 of the Act makes such a marriage a punishable offence. It states that anyone
who procures a marriage in contravention of the condition specified in clause (iii) of Section 5
shall be punishable with simple imprisonment which may extend to two years, or with a fine
which may extend to one lakh rupees, or with both.
Therefore, the marriage itself remains legally valid, but the parties who arranged or entered
into it can be punished.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The marriage is not void or voidable under the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955, for contravention of
the age requirement. It is, however, punishable under Section 18. Thus, the marriage is valid
but punishable.

Quick Tip

Remember to distinguish between conditions that make a marriage void, voidable, or
simply punishable under personal laws. Under the HMA, 1955, contravention of the age
requirement (Sec 5(iii)) does not invalidate the marriage but attracts penal consequences.

19. In which of the following cases, a child could not be a ’Hindu’ under the Hindu
Marriage Act, 1955 ?
I. Only one parent is a Hindu and the child was brought up as a Hindu.
II. If after the birth of a child, both the parents convert to Buddhism.
III. Only one parent is a Jain and the child was not brought up as a Jain.
IV. If after the birth of a child both the parents convert to Muslim religion and in
the exercise of parental right the child is also converted to Muslim religion.
Codes:
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(A) I, II and IV
(B) III and IV
(C) II and I
(D) I, II and III

Correct Answer: (B) III and IV

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the scenarios from the given list where a child would not be
considered a ’Hindu’ for the purposes of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 2(1) of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955, defines who is a Hindu. It applies to:
(a) any person who is a Hindu by religion in any of its forms or developments, including a
Virashaiva, a Lingayat or a follower of the Brahmo, Prarthana or Arya Samaj.
(b) any person who is a Buddhist, Jaina or Sikh by religion.
(c) any other person domiciled in the territories to which this Act extends who is not a Muslim,
Christian, Parsi or Jew by religion...
Explanation (b) to Section 2(1) clarifies that any child, legitimate or illegitimate, one of whose
parents is a Hindu, Buddhist, Jaina or Sikh by religion and who is brought up as a member of
the tribe, community, group or family to which such parent belongs or belonged, is a Hindu.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze each statement:
I. This scenario directly fits Explanation (b) to Section 2(1). Since one parent is a Hindu and
the child is brought up as a Hindu, the child is legally a Hindu.
II. Buddhism is included in the definition of ’Hindu’ under Section 2(1)(b) for the purpose of
the Act. So, if the parents convert to Buddhism, they and the child are still considered Hindus
under this Act.
III. This scenario relates to Explanation (b). One parent is a Jain (considered Hindu under
the Act). However, the crucial condition ”and who is brought up as a member of the tribe,
community, group or family to which such parent belongs” is not met as the child was not
brought up as a Jain. Therefore, the child would not qualify as a Hindu under this specific
provision.
IV. If the parents and the child convert to the Muslim religion, they are no longer Hindus.
Section 2(1)(c) explicitly excludes Muslims from the ambit of the Act. Conversion to Islam
means the child ceases to be a Hindu.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The child would not be a Hindu in scenarios III and IV. In scenario III, the condition of being
brought up in the parent’s faith is not met. In scenario IV, the child has explicitly converted
to a religion outside the scope of the Hindu Marriage Act. Therefore, the correct code is (B).
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Quick Tip

Pay close attention to the inclusive definition of ’Hindu’ in statutes like the Hindu Mar-
riage Act, which covers Buddhists, Jains, and Sikhs. Also, note the specific conditions
for children of mixed-faith parentage, where the upbringing of the child is a key factor.

20. Which of the following is not an exception to the principles of natural justice ?

(A) Impracticability
(B) Legislative action
(C) Rule against dictation
(D) Statutory necessity

Correct Answer: (C) Rule against dictation

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify which of the given options is NOT a recognized exception to the
application of the Principles of Natural Justice.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The Principles of Natural Justice (like the right to a fair hearing and the rule against bias)
are fundamental rules of fairness in decision-making. However, courts have recognized certain
situations where their application can be excluded or modified. These are known as exceptions.
The question requires differentiating between these exceptions and other principles of adminis-
trative law.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s examine the options:
(A) Impracticability: If it is practically impossible to give a hearing to a large number of
people, the courts may not insist on the observance of natural justice. This is a recognized
exception.
(B) Legislative action: The principles of natural justice are generally not applicable to leg-
islative actions (e.g., passing a law by Parliament), which are matters of policy affecting the
general public, as opposed to administrative actions affecting specific individuals. This is a
recognized exception.
(C) Rule against dictation: This is a principle of administrative law which states that an
authority entrusted with a discretionary power must exercise that power independently and
not under the dictation of a superior authority. It is a ground for challenging an administrative
decision, not an exception to natural justice. In fact, it is a rule that promotes fairness and
proper procedure, much like natural justice itself.
(D) Statutory necessity/Statutory Exclusion: The principles of natural justice can be
excluded by a statute, either explicitly or by necessary implication. If a law clearly states that
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a hearing is not required, the courts will generally uphold it (provided the law itself is consti-
tutional). This is a well-established exception.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Impracticability, legislative action, and statutory necessity are all recognized exceptions to the
principles of natural justice. The ’Rule against dictation’ is a separate ground for judicial re-
view of administrative action and not an exception to natural justice. Therefore, (C) is the
correct answer.

Quick Tip

In administrative law, it is important to distinguish between the grounds for judicial
review (like illegality, irrationality, procedural impropriety) and the exceptions to those
grounds. Natural justice falls under procedural impropriety, while the rule against dicta-
tion falls under illegality (abuse of discretion).

21. Utilitarianism works on the basic premise ”the greatest happiness for the great-
est number.” In this context which of the following statement is incorrect ?
i. An act can increase happiness for the greatest number of people but still fail to
maximize the net good in the world if the smaller number of people whose happi-
ness is not increased much more than the greater number gains.
ii. The principle of utility would allow sacrifices of the smaller number to the
greater number.

(A) Statement i is correct
(B) Statement ii is correct
(C) Both statements are correct
(D) Both statements are wrong

Correct Answer: (A) Statement i is correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question presents two statements about the philosophical theory of Utilitarianism and asks
which statement is incorrect. However, the options (A, B, C, D) are evaluations of the cor-
rectness of the statements, which is a common but confusing format. The provided answer key
indicates (A) is the correct choice, meaning the exam-setter considers the option ”Statement
i is correct” to be the right answer. This implies that statement (i) is factually correct and
statement (ii) is considered incorrect. We must justify this position.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Utilitarianism, as proposed by philosophers like Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill, is a con-
sequentialist theory that judges the morality of an action based on its outcome. The core idea
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is to maximize overall ”utility,” which is often defined as happiness or well-being, and minimize
suffering. The phrase ”greatest happiness for the greatest number” is a common summary, but
the more precise goal is to maximize the *net* happiness (total happiness minus total suffering).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the statements based on the need to justify answer (A):
Statement i: ”An act can increase happiness for the greatest number of people but still fail
to maximize the net good in the world if the smaller number of people whose happiness is not
increased [suffers a loss that is] much more than the greater number gains.” (The phrasing
is awkward, but the meaning is clear). This statement is a valid and well-known critique or
clarification of simplistic utilitarianism. If 10 people each gain 1 unit of happiness (total gain =
10), but 1 person loses 100 units of happiness (total loss = 100), the net good has decreased by
90. Even though the ”greatest number” (10 people) benefited, the action is not justified under
utilitarianism because it failed to maximize net good. Therefore, statement (i) is a correct
observation about the theory.
Statement ii: ”The principle of utility would allow sacrifices of the smaller number to the
greater number.” This statement is a common interpretation of utilitarianism. However, to
justify the answer key, we must find a reason for it to be considered ’incorrect’. A more so-
phisticated interpretation of utilitarianism (like Rule Utilitarianism or Mill’s harm principle)
argues against such simple sacrifices, suggesting that long-term utility is maximized by uphold-
ing rules that protect individual rights, even if breaking them in a specific instance might seem
to produce more immediate happiness for the majority. Therefore, in a more nuanced view,
this statement can be seen as an oversimplified and thus ’incorrect’ representation of the full
theory, which is not just a crude numbers game but aims to maximize overall well-being. The
statement in (i) correctly points out the importance of ’net good’ over simple ’greatest number’,
making it a more accurate statement than the generalization in (ii).

Step 4: Final Answer:
Given the flawed question structure, we interpret it as asking which option is the best de-
scription. Statement (i) correctly identifies a key nuance of utilitarianism (the importance of
maximizing net good, not just benefiting the majority). Statement (ii) is a common but po-
tentially misleading oversimplification. Therefore, the assertion ”Statement i is correct” is the
most accurate choice, aligning with the provided answer key.

Quick Tip

When faced with confusing questions in philosophy or jurisprudence, try to identify the
nuance. Theories like utilitarianism have simple versions (Act Utilitarianism) and more
complex versions (Rule Utilitarianism). A statement that is true for the simple version
may be considered an incorrect oversimplification of the theory as a whole.

22. Coparcenary property of a Hindu :

(A) Devolves by succession
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(B) Devolves by survivorship
(C) Can be partitioned
(D) Cannot be partitioned

Correct Answer: (A) Devolves by succession

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for a key characteristic of Hindu coparcenary property according to current
law.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The concept of coparcenary property is central to the Mitakshara school of Hindu law. The
mode of devolution of a coparcener’s interest has been significantly altered by the Hindu Suc-
cession (Amendment) Act, 2005.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) Devolves by succession: Prior to 2005, the interest of a male coparcener devolved by
survivorship. However, the Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act, 2005, amended Section 6 of
the Hindu Succession Act, 1956. The amended Section 6 states that on the death of a co-
parcener, his or her interest in the coparcenary property shall devolve by testamentary (by
will) or intestate succession, and not by survivorship. This is the current legal position.
(B) Devolves by survivorship: This was the rule for Mitakshara coparcenary property be-
fore the 2005 amendment. Under this rule, when a male coparcener died, his interest in the
property would pass to the surviving coparceners, increasing their shares. This is no longer the
general rule.
(C) Can be partitioned: This is a correct statement. The right to demand partition is a
fundamental characteristic of coparcenary property. However, the question asks for a defining
characteristic, and the mode of devolution is a more specific and recently changed aspect of the
law, often tested in exams. While true, option (A) reflects the most significant recent change
in law.
(D) Cannot be partitioned: This is incorrect. Partition is an essential feature of coparcenary
property.
Comparing (A) and (C), both are technically correct features. However, the change in the mode
of devolution from survivorship to succession is the most fundamental and defining change in
modern Hindu law regarding coparcenary property. Therefore, (A) is the best answer, reflecting
the current law under the amended Section 6.

Step 4: Final Answer:
According to the Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act, 2005, the undivided interest of a Hindu
coparcener now devolves by succession, not survivorship. This makes option (A) the correct
answer reflecting the present law.
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Quick Tip

Always be updated on major amendments to personal laws. The Hindu Succession
(Amendment) Act, 2005, is extremely important as it granted daughters equal coparce-
nary rights and changed the rule of devolution from survivorship to succession.

23. A prompt dower is payable :

(A) at the time of marriage itself
(B) on a fixed date
(C) when demanded by the wife
(D) partly at the time of marriage and partly at fixed date

Correct Answer: (C) when demanded by the wife

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks when a ’prompt dower’ under Muslim law becomes payable.

Step 2: Key Concept:
In Muslim Law, Dower (Mahr) is a sum of money or other property which the wife is entitled
to receive from the husband in consideration of the marriage. It is divided into two parts:
1. Prompt Dower (Mahr-i-Mu’ajjal): Payable on demand.
2. Deferred Dower (Mahr-i-Muwajjal): Payable on the dissolution of marriage (by death
or divorce).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Prompt dower is payable immediately after the marriage ceremony, and the wife can demand it
at any time. She has the right to refuse consummation of the marriage until the prompt dower
is paid. The key characteristic is that it is ”payable on demand.”
(A) It is not automatically payable at the time of marriage unless the wife demands it then.
(B) A dower payable on a fixed date would be a form of deferred dower, not prompt dower.
(C) This is the correct definition. The wife’s right to the prompt dower crystallizes with the
marriage, and it becomes payable as soon as she demands it.
(D) This describes a scenario where the dower is partly prompt and partly deferred, not what
prompt dower itself is.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Prompt dower is defined as being payable on the demand of the wife. Therefore, option (C) is
the correct answer.
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Quick Tip

Remember the distinction between Prompt (Mu’ajjal) and Deferred (Muwajjal) dower.
Prompt is ”on demand,” while Deferred is upon ”dissolution of marriage”. If the dower
deed is silent on the type, part is considered prompt and part deferred, depending on the
custom or court’s discretion.

24. Which of the following statement/statements is/are correct?
A. Fundamental Rights are not absolute. They are subject to reasonable restric-
tions.
B. Freedom of press is implicit in Article 19 of the Constitution.
C. Socially and Economically backward classes of persons are entitled to get benefit
under clause (4) of the Article 15 of the Constitution.
D. ’Equal Protection of Laws’ under Article 14 of the Constitution is based upon
English Law.
Codes:

(A) Only A and B are correct
(B) A,B and C are correct
(C) C and D are correct
(D) A,B,C and D all are correct

Correct Answer: (A) Only A and B are correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question requires identifying the correct statements among the four given options related
to the Indian Constitution.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question tests knowledge of various aspects of the Fundamental Rights enshrined in Part
III of the Constitution of India, specifically Articles 14, 15, and 19.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s evaluate each statement:
A. Fundamental Rights are not absolute. They are subject to reasonable restric-
tions. This statement is correct. For example, the freedoms under Article 19(1) are subject
to reasonable restrictions mentioned in clauses (2) to (6) of Article 19 on grounds like security
of the state, public order, decency, morality, etc.
B. Freedom of press is implicit in Article 19 of the Constitution. This statement
is correct. The Supreme Court has held in several cases, such as Sakal Papers v. Union of
India, that the freedom of the press is included in the wider freedom of ’speech and expression’
guaranteed under Article 19(1)(a).
C. Socially and Economically backward classes of persons are entitled to get benefit
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under clause (4) of the Article 15 of the Constitution. This statement is incorrect.
Article 15(4) allows the state to make special provisions for the advancement of ”socially and
educationally backward classes of citizens” (SEBCs) and for the Scheduled Castes and Sched-
uled Tribes. It does not use the term ”economically backward”. Provisions for economically
weaker sections (EWS) were added later under Article 15(6) by the 103rd Amendment Act,
2019. The wording in the statement is precise and does not match Article 15(4).
D. ’Equal Protection of Laws’ under Article 14 of the Constitution is based upon
English Law. This statement is incorrect. Article 14 contains two phrases: ”equality before
the law” and ”equal protection of the laws”. ”Equality before the law” is a concept of English
origin (Rule of Law). ”Equal protection of the laws” is a concept borrowed from the 14th
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Only statements A and B are correct. Therefore, the correct code is (A).

Quick Tip

Pay very close attention to the exact wording used in the Constitution. In this question,
the difference between ”educationally” and ”economically” backward in statement C is
the key to identifying it as incorrect. Similarly, knowing the origin of constitutional
phrases (UK vs. US) is crucial for questions on Article 14.

25. Identify from below given options the most rational choices parties in the orig-
inal position will choose according to Rawls.

(A) Utility for oneself as it may serves ones benefit
(B) Utility for the majority as the probability of one to fall in the majority is more
(C) Equal basic rights and liberties needed to secure the fundamental interests of free and equal
citizens
(D) The veil of ignorance to ensure impartiality of judgment

Correct Answer: (C) Equal basic rights and liberties needed to secure the fundamental
interests of free and equal citizens

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the principle of justice that rational individuals would choose
from the ”original position” as described in the political philosophy of John Rawls.

Step 2: Key Concept:
John Rawls’ theory of ”Justice as Fairness” uses a thought experiment involving the ”original
position” and the ”veil of ignorance”. In the original position, individuals are tasked with
choosing the principles of justice for their society. They do so behind a ”veil of ignorance,”
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meaning they are unaware of their own social status, wealth, talents, race, religion, or concep-
tion of the good life. This ensures their choice is impartial.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Rawls argues that in this situation, rational individuals would adopt a ”maximin” strategy
(maximizing the minimum). They would want to ensure the best possible outcome for the
worst-off position in society, as they might end up in that position themselves.
(A) Utility for oneself: This is egoism, which is ruled out because behind the veil of igno-
rance, you don’t know what will benefit your specific ”self”.
(B) Utility for the majority: This is the principle of utilitarianism. Rawls argues people
would reject this because they would not want to risk being part of a minority whose rights
and happiness are sacrificed for the greater good of the majority.
(C) Equal basic rights and liberties...: This corresponds to Rawls’s First Principle of Jus-
tice, also known as the Liberty Principle. He argues that this would be the primary choice
because everyone would want to secure their fundamental rights and freedoms (like freedom of
speech, conscience, etc.), regardless of their position in society. This is the most rational and
safe choice to protect one’s fundamental interests as a free and equal person.
(D) The veil of ignorance...: This is the condition under which the choice is made in the
original position, not the choice itself. It’s the framework of the thought experiment, not the
principle chosen within it.

Step 4: Final Answer:
According to Rawls, the most rational choice for parties in the original position would be to
first secure equal basic rights and liberties for all citizens. Therefore, option (C) is the correct
answer.

Quick Tip

To understand Rawls, clearly separate the concepts: The ’Original Position’ is the hypo-
thetical meeting, the ’Veil of Ignorance’ is the condition of impartiality, and the ’Principles
of Justice’ (like the Liberty Principle) are the outcome or the choice made.

26. The following is true about s. 53A, Transfer of Property Act :

(A) It does not confer any title or interest on the transferee in the property in his possession.
(B) The transferor or anyone claiming under him will be able to evict the transferee from the
property.
(C) Section is silent on nature of transferee’s rights.
(D) Right of the transferee regarding the property in possession are non-existent.

Correct Answer: (A) It does not confer any title or interest on the transferee in the property
in his possession.
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Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for a true statement about Section 53A of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 53A deals with the Doctrine of Part Performance. It protects a transferee who has
taken possession of a property under a written contract for transfer, even if the legal formalities
(like registration of the deed) have not been completed. This right is defensive in nature; it can
be used as a ’shield’ to protect possession, but not as a ’sword’ to claim title.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the options:
(A) It does not confer any title or interest on the transferee...: This statement is true.
The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that Section 53A only provides a right to protect pos-
session. It does not create a title or interest in the property in favour of the transferee. The
ownership remains with the transferor until a valid, registered conveyance deed is executed.
(B) The transferor... will be able to evict the transferee...: This is false. The very
purpose of Section 53A is to prevent the transferor from evicting a transferee who is in posses-
sion under the contract, provided the conditions of the section are met.
(C) Section is silent on nature of transferee’s rights: This is false. The section explicitly
defines the transferee’s right: the right to remain in possession and defend against any action
by the transferor.
(D) Right of the transferee... are non-existent: This is false. The section creates a
statutory right for the transferee to protect their possession.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The correct statement about Section 53A is that it does not confer title on the transferee; it
only provides an equitable right to protect possession. Hence, option (A) is correct.

Quick Tip

Remember the phrase ”a shield, not a sword” for the Doctrine of Part Performance under
Section 53A. The transferee can use it to defend their possession (shield) but cannot use
it to sue for title or other rights against the transferor (sword).

27. A transfers some money to B on the condition that he shall marry with the
consent of C, D and E. E dies and B marries with the consent of C and D. Has B
fulfilled the condition?

(A) There was no condition
(B) Condition ended by the death of E
(C) No, B has not fulfilled the condition
(D) Yes, B has fulfilled the condition as the condition precedent was substantially complied with
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Correct Answer: (D) Yes, B has fulfilled the condition as the condition precedent was sub-
stantially complied with

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question presents a scenario involving a conditional transfer of property. The condition is
to marry with the consent of three people, one of whom dies before the marriage. We need to
determine if the condition is considered fulfilled.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This problem is governed by the principles of conditional transfers under the Transfer of Prop-
erty Act, 1882, specifically Section 26, which deals with the fulfillment of a condition precedent.
The doctrine of ’cy-près’ or substantial compliance applies here.
Section 26 of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882 states: ”Where the terms of a transfer
of property impose a condition to be fulfilled before a person can take an interest in the prop-
erty, the condition shall be deemed to have been fulfilled if it has been substantially complied
with.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The condition for B to receive the money is to marry with the consent of C, D, and E. This is
a condition precedent.
Before B could marry, E died. This made it impossible to obtain E’s consent.
B then proceeded to marry with the consent of the two surviving persons, C and D.
According to Section 26, a condition precedent does not need to be fulfilled literally; substan-
tial compliance is sufficient. By obtaining the consent of all the living persons whose consent
was required, B has done everything possible to fulfill the condition. The death of E made
literal fulfillment impossible, and the law does not demand the impossible. Therefore, B has
substantially complied with the condition.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Since B obtained the consent of the surviving persons C and D, he has substantially complied
with the condition precedent. Therefore, the condition is deemed to be fulfilled. Option (D) is
the correct answer.

Quick Tip

For conditions in property law, distinguish between condition precedent (must be fulfilled
before the interest vests) and condition subsequent (divests an already vested interest).
The law is lenient for conditions precedent (requires only substantial compliance) but
strict for conditions subsequent (requires strict compliance).
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28. Mortgage by deposit of title deeds requires the following :

(A) A debt
(B) Deposit of title deeds
(C) Debt to be secured by deposit of title deeds
(D) All the above

Correct Answer: (D) All the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the essential requirements of a ’mortgage by deposit of title deeds’.

Step 2: Key Concept:
A mortgage by deposit of title deeds, also known as an equitable mortgage, is defined under
Section 58(f) of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882. The essential ingredients are laid out in
this section.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
According to Section 58(f), to constitute a mortgage by deposit of title deeds, the following
three essential elements must be present:
1. A debt: There must be a debt, either existing or to be incurred in the future. The mortgage
is created to secure the repayment of this debt. (This corresponds to option A).
2. Deposit of title deeds: The debtor must deliver the documents of title to immovable
property to the creditor or his agent. (This corresponds to option B).
3. Intention to create security: The deposit of title deeds must be made with the intention
of creating a security for the debt. The purpose of the deposit must be to secure the loan.
(This is encapsulated in option C).
All three elements are mandatory. A debt alone is not a mortgage. A mere deposit of title deeds
without the intention to create security (e.g., for safekeeping) is not a mortgage. Therefore, all
three components are required.

Step 4: Final Answer:
All the elements listed in options (A), (B), and (C) are essential requirements for a mortgage by
deposit of title deeds. Thus, option (D) ”All the above” is the correct and most complete answer.

Quick Tip

Remember that a mortgage by deposit of title deeds is only valid in specific towns notified
by the state government. It is a popular form of mortgage for banks due to its simplicity,
as it does not require a formal registered instrument.
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29. Identify from the following statements, the correct scope of an unjust law ac-
cording to Finnis in the context of the following adapted argument of Finnis. ’The
focal meaning is of an authoritative common ordering of a community, aimed at
facilitating the realisation of the common good.’
i. Much of the unjust law will not be law in its focal sense
ii. Unjust law will at best be an imperfect or fringe instance of law in its focal
meaning
iii. At worst unjust law will be a mere corruption of law in that focal sense

(A) Only i and ii
(B) Only ii
(C) Only i and iii
(D) All the statements are correct

Correct Answer: (D) All the statements are correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the correct description of an unjust law according to the jurispru-
dential theory of John Finnis, based on his concept of the ”focal meaning” of law.

Step 2: Key Concept:
John Finnis is a leading proponent of the New Natural Law theory. He does not subscribe to
the classical maxim lex injusta non est lex (an unjust law is not a law at all) in its literal sense.
Instead, he uses Aristotle’s concept of ”focal meaning” (or central case) versus ”penumbral
meaning” (or peripheral case).
For Finnis, the focal meaning of law is a just law that serves the common good. An unjust law
deviates from this central case. It is still a ’law’ in a technical, empirical sense (it’s posited by
a valid authority), but it is a defective, corrupt, or peripheral instance of law in a philosophical
or moral sense.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the statements in light of Finnis’s theory:
i. Much of the unjust law will not be law in its focal sense. This is correct. The focal
sense or central case of law is a just law. An unjust law, by its nature, fails to meet this ideal
and is therefore not law in its fullest, focal meaning.
ii. Unjust law will at best be an imperfect or fringe instance of law in its focal
meaning. This is correct. Finnis would describe an unjust law as a peripheral or less-than-
central case of law. It has the outward appearance of law but lacks the inner morality that is
part of law’s focal meaning.
iii. At worst unjust law will be a mere corruption of law in that focal sense. This
is also correct. This is precisely the terminology Finnis uses. He sees unjust laws as a ”cor-
ruption” of the ideal of law, similar to how a dysfunctional friendship is a corruption of true
friendship. It’s law, but in a debased form.
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Step 4: Final Answer:
All three statements accurately represent different facets of John Finnis’s nuanced view on the
status of unjust laws. They are all correct descriptions of how an unjust law relates to the focal
meaning of law. Therefore, option (D) is the correct answer.

Quick Tip

To understand Finnis, move away from the simple ”just law is law, unjust law is not”
binary. Think in terms of a spectrum. The ”focal meaning” is the perfect ideal of law
at the center, and unjust laws are peripheral or ”watered-down” versions that are still
recognized as law in a secondary sense.

30. Which of the followings are considered to be elements for the identity and
existence of a legal system ?
i. Efficacy
ii. Institutional character
iii. Sources

(A) All the three
(B) None of the three
(C) Only i
(D) Only i and ii

Correct Answer: (A) All the three

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the fundamental elements that constitute a legal system, estab-
lishing its identity and existence, according to legal theory.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question relates to the field of jurisprudence, specifically legal positivism, which seeks to
define what a legal system is. Legal philosophers like H.L.A. Hart, Hans Kelsen, and Joseph
Raz have provided influential analyses of the essential features of a legal system. Joseph Raz,
in particular, identifies three key elements for the existence of a legal system.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the three given elements:
i. Efficacy: This refers to the fact that a legal system must be generally effective. Its rules
must be, by and large, obeyed by the population and applied by officials. A system of norms
that is completely ignored does not constitute an existing legal system. This is a key element
for both Kelsen (the ’Grundnorm’ must be presupposed for an effective legal order) and Raz.
ii. Institutional character: A legal system is not just a random collection of rules; it is
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characterized by specific institutions, such as legislatures, courts, and executive bodies. These
institutions are responsible for creating, applying, and enforcing the law. H.L.A. Hart’s con-
cept of a union of primary and secondary rules (especially rules of recognition, change, and
adjudication) highlights this institutional framework. Raz also emphasizes that legal systems
are institutionalized systems.
iii. Sources: A legal system has recognized sources from which its laws derive their validity
(e.g., constitutions, statutes, judicial precedents). The concept of a ’source of law’ is what
distinguishes legal norms from other social norms like morality. This is a fundamental aspect
of legal positivism.
All three elements are widely considered by legal philosophers as essential for a legal system to
exist and be identifiable.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Efficacy, institutional character, and recognized sources are all crucial elements for the identity
and existence of a legal system. Therefore, the correct option is (A) as it includes all three.

Quick Tip

When studying jurisprudence, associate key thinkers with their core ideas. For the nature
of a legal system, remember Hart (primary/secondary rules), Kelsen (hierarchy of norms,
Grundnorm, efficacy), and Raz (efficacy, institutional character, sources). This helps in
breaking down complex questions about legal theory.

31. Following is not the difference between the lease and the agreement to lease :

(A) A lease creates a right in rem, agreement does not
(B) A lease operates as a transfer, agreement does not
(C) A lease establishes the relationship of landlord and tenant, agreement does not
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (D) None of the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify which of the given statements is NOT a valid point of difference
between a ’lease’ and an ’agreement to lease’.

Step 2: Key Concept:
A lease, as defined in Section 105 of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882, is a present transfer
of an interest in immovable property, specifically the right to enjoy such property. It creates a
right in rem. An agreement to lease is a contract under which a person promises to grant a
lease at a future date. It does not transfer any present interest in the property and only creates
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a right in personam (a right against the other contracting party).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze each option to see if it’s a valid difference:
(A)A lease creates a right in rem, agreement does not. This is a fundamental difference.
A lease transfers an interest in the property, which is enforceable against the whole world (right
in rem). An agreement to lease is merely a contract, and the right to get a lease executed is
enforceable only against the promisor (right in personam). So, this statement correctly points
out a difference.
(B) A lease operates as a transfer, agreement does not. This is also a correct difference.
A lease is an executed contract; it is a present conveyance of interest in the property. An
agreement to lease is an executory contract; it is a promise to transfer an interest in the future.
So, this is a valid difference.
(C) A lease establishes the relationship of landlord and tenant, agreement does not.
This is another correct difference. The privity of estate and the legal relationship of landlord
and tenant come into existence immediately upon the execution of a lease. An agreement to
lease does not create this relationship. So, this is also a valid difference.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Since statements (A), (B), and (C) are all correct and valid differences between a lease and an
agreement to lease, none of them is the answer to the question ”which is NOT the difference”.
Therefore, the correct option is (D) None of the above.

Quick Tip

Think of a lease as a ’done deal’ concerning the property right itself, creating a real
right (in rem). An agreement to lease is just a ’promise to make a deal’, creating only a
personal right (in personam) to sue for performance of that promise.

32. Which types of cases cannot be dealt with by the Lok Adalat ?

(A) Matrimonial matters
(B) Compoundable offences
(C) Non-compoundable offences
(D) Motor Accident claims

Correct Answer: (C) Non-compoundable offences

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the category of cases that falls outside the jurisdiction of a Lok
Adalat.
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Step 2: Key Concept:
The jurisdiction and functioning of Lok Adalats are governed by the Legal Services Authorities
Act, 1987. Section 19(5) of the Act outlines the types of cases that can be taken up by a Lok
Adalat. A crucial limitation on this jurisdiction is provided in the same section.
Section 19(5): A Lok Adalat shall have jurisdiction to determine and to arrive at a com-
promise or settlement between the parties to a dispute in respect of— (i) any case pending
before; or (ii) any matter which is falling within the jurisdiction of, and is not brought before,
any Court for which the Lok Adalat is organised: Provided that the Lok Adalat shall
have no jurisdiction in respect of any case or matter relating to an offence not
compoundable under any law.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Based on the statutory provision:
(A) Matrimonial matters: Disputes relating to maintenance, child custody, and restitution
of conjugal rights can be settled in Lok Adalats. However, a decree of divorce cannot be granted
by a Lok Adalat as it requires a formal court process. But settlement of matrimonial disputes
in general is permissible.
(B) Compoundable offences: These are offences where the law allows for a compromise
between the victim and the accused, leading to the dropping of charges. Lok Adalats are com-
petent to deal with such cases.
(C) Non-compoundable offences: These are serious offences where the society as a whole
is considered the victim, and a compromise is not permitted by law (e.g., murder, rape). The
proviso to Section 19(5) explicitly bars Lok Adalats from handling such cases.
(D) Motor Accident claims: Claims for compensation under the Motor Vehicles Act are
very frequently and successfully settled through Lok Adalats.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987, expressly prohibits Lok Adalats from dealing with
cases related to non-compoundable offences. Therefore, option (C) is the correct answer.

Quick Tip

The key principle for Lok Adalat’s jurisdiction is compromise. If the law does not permit
a compromise for a particular offence (i.e., it is non-compoundable), the Lok Adalat
cannot hear the matter. This single rule helps answer most questions on this topic.

33. UN Convention on International Settlement Agreements Resulting from Me-
diation (Singapore Convention) shall apply when :
i. there exists a mediated written agreement between parties;
ii. at least two parties to the settlement agreement have their places of business
in different States;
iii. settlement agreements concluded to resolve a dispute arising from transactions
engaged in by one of the parties (a consumer) for personal, family or household
purposes;
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iv. the State in which the parties to the settlement agreement have their places
of business is different from either the State in which a substantial part of the
obligations under the settlement agreement is performed; or the State with which
the subject matter of the settlement agreement is most closely connected;
Select the correct combination

(A) i, ii, iv
(B) i, iii, iv
(C) ii, iii, iv
(D) i, ii, iii

Correct Answer: (A) i, ii, iv

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the correct combination of conditions under which the Singapore Con-
vention on Mediation applies.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The Singapore Convention’s scope of application is primarily defined in its Article 1. It out-
lines what constitutes an international settlement agreement resulting from mediation for the
purposes of the Convention and also lists specific exclusions.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze each statement based on Article 1 of the Convention:
i. there exists a mediated written agreement between parties: This is correct. Article
1(1) states the Convention applies to agreements ”resulting from mediation and concluded in
writing by parties to resolve a commercial dispute”.
ii. at least two parties to the settlement agreement have their places of business in
different States: This is correct. This is one of the two alternative conditions under Article
1(1)(a) that makes a settlement agreement ”international”.
iii. settlement agreements concluded... for personal, family or household purposes:
This statement describes a situation where the Convention does not apply. Article 1(2)(a)
explicitly excludes such consumer disputes from the scope of the Convention.
iv. the State in which the parties... have their places of business is different from
either the State in which a substantial part of the obligations... is performed; or
the State with which the subject matter... is most closely connected: This is cor-
rect. This is the second alternative condition under Article 1(1)(b) that can make a settlement
agreement ”international”.
The question asks for the conditions under which the convention shall apply. Therefore, the
correct combination must include the positive conditions (i, ii, iv) and exclude the exception
(iii).

Step 4: Final Answer:
The correct combination of conditions for the application of the Singapore Convention includes
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having a written mediated agreement (i), and satisfying one of the two definitions of ”interna-
tional” (ii or iv). Statement (iii) is an exclusion. Thus, the correct combination of applicable
conditions is i, ii, and iv.

Quick Tip

For questions on international conventions, always focus on the ’Scope of Application’
article, which is usually Article 1. Pay close attention to both the inclusionary criteria
(what it covers) and the exclusionary criteria (what it does not cover). The Singapore
Convention is for international *commercial* disputes, excluding consumer and family
matters.

34. The principle of pacta sunt servanda in international law declares

(A) The successor state replaces the predecessor state in the latter’s international obligations
(B) Obligatory norms of international law must faithfully be adhered to
(C) Prompt and adequate compensation must be paid for states for harm caused by its acts or
omission
(D) Agreements must be carried out in good faith

Correct Answer: (D) Agreements must be carried out in good faith

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the meaning of the principle of pacta sunt servanda in the context of
international law.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Pacta sunt servanda is a Latin phrase meaning ”agreements must be kept.” It is a foundational
principle of international law and the law of treaties. It is codified in Article 26 of the Vienna
Convention on the Law of Treaties (VCLT), 1969.
Article 26, VCLT: ”Every treaty in force is binding upon the parties to it and must be
performed by them in good faith.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s evaluate the given options based on this definition:
(A) This statement describes the law of state succession concerning treaties, which is a separate
and complex legal issue. It is not the meaning of pacta sunt servanda.
(B) This is a very broad statement about adherence to all international law norms. Pacta sunt
servanda is more specific; it applies to the obligations arising from treaties or agreements.
(C) This statement describes the principle of reparation for an internationally wrongful act, a
core concept in the law of state responsibility. It is not pacta sunt servanda.
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(D) This statement accurately captures the essence of the principle. It emphasizes that agree-
ments (treaties) are not just suggestions but create binding obligations that must be performed
with the added element of good faith. While the full principle includes both bindingness and
good faith, this option is the best and most accurate description among the choices, encom-
passing the performance aspect of the rule.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The principle of pacta sunt servanda declares that treaties are binding on the parties and must
be performed in good faith. Option (D) is the most accurate summary of this principle.

Quick Tip

Link key Latin maxims in international law to their specific domains. Pacta sunt servanda
belongs to the Law of Treaties. Jus cogens refers to peremptory norms. Opinio juris is
a component of customary international law. Keeping these categories separate helps
avoid confusion.

35. Identify to which of the legal theories the following statements can be most
appropriately alluded to.
”One of the main functions of law is obscure power relationships. Thus, the legal
form will refer to the right to freely enter into contracts but in the absence of
equality of bargaining power, this freedom is illusory.”

(A) Critical legal studies
(B) Critical race theory
(C) Marxian legal thought
(D) Social contract theory

Correct Answer: (A) Critical legal studies

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the legal theory that best matches the provided statement. The
statement critiques the concept of ”freedom of contract” as illusory due to unequal bargaining
power and suggests that law serves to obscure such power imbalances.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The statement is a form of critique that challenges the neutrality and objectivity of law, arguing
that it serves to maintain and legitimize existing social and economic hierarchies. This is the
central theme of several ”critical” theories of law.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) Critical Legal Studies (CLS): This movement, which emerged in the 1970s, is a primary
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proponent of this view. A core CLS argument is that legal doctrines, like freedom of contract,
are indeterminate and are used to provide a veneer of legitimacy (”obscure”) to power struc-
tures. The critique that formal legal rights are meaningless without addressing underlying
inequalities of power is a hallmark of CLS.
(B) Critical Race Theory (CRT): While CRT also critiques law’s role in maintaining power
structures, it does so through the specific lens of race and racism. The statement is about
general ”bargaining power” and ”power relationships,” which is broader than CRT’s primary
focus.
(C) Marxian Legal Thought: This is also a very strong candidate. Karl Marx’s critique
of capitalism centrally involves the argument that the wage-labor contract, though formally
”free,” is substantively exploitative due to the vast inequality in bargaining power between the
capitalist class and the working class. The idea that law is part of a ”superstructure” that
legitimizes the economic ”base” is fundamental to Marxism. However, CLS is a more modern
and specifically *legal* theory that directly uses this type of analysis to deconstruct legal doc-
trines.
(D) Social Contract Theory: This theory (Hobbes, Locke, Rousseau) is concerned with the
justification and legitimacy of the state, not a critique of how legal forms mask power imbal-
ances.
Comparison: Both CLS and Marxian thought fit well. However, CLS is a movement specif-
ically within legal academia focused on deconstructing legal formalism to reveal its political
and social biases. The phrase ”obscure power relationships” and the focus on the ”legal form”
is very typical of the language and methodology of CLS. Therefore, it can be considered the
”most appropriate” answer.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The critique that formal legal rights like freedom of contract are illusory and serve to mask
underlying power imbalances is a central tenet of the Critical Legal Studies movement.

Quick Tip

Distinguish critical theories by their focus: Marxian thought focuses on class and eco-
nomic structure. Critical Race Theory focuses on race. Feminist Jurisprudence focuses
on gender. Critical Legal Studies (CLS) is a broader movement that critiques law’s sup-
posed neutrality and often uses a class/power analysis, but it is primarily a method of
deconstructing legal doctrine itself.

36. State responsibility under international law requires the following to be fulfilled
:
i. There exists an international legal obligation in force as between two particular
States
ii. There has occurred an act or omission which violates that obligation and which
is imputable to the State responsible
iii. Loss or damage has resulted from the unlawful act or omission
Choose the correct option
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(A) All three
(B) Only i and ii
(C) Only ii and iii
(D) None of them

Correct Answer: (B) Only i and ii

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for the essential elements required to establish state responsibility under
international law.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The law on state responsibility is largely codified in the Articles on Responsibility of States
for Internationally Wrongful Acts (ARSIWA), adopted by the International Law Commission
(ILC) in 2001. Article 2 of ARSIWA sets out the two fundamental elements of an internation-
ally wrongful act.
Article 2, ARSIWA: ”There is an internationally wrongful act of a State when conduct con-
sisting of an action or omission: (a) is attributable to the State under international law; and
(b) constitutes a breach of an international obligation of the State.”

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the statements based on Article 2:
i. There exists an international legal obligation in force...: This aligns with Article
2(b), the requirement of a ”breach of an international obligation.” For an act to be wrongful,
there must be a pre-existing obligation. This is a necessary element.
ii. There has occurred an act or omission which violates that obligation and which
is imputable to the State...: This combines the act of breach itself with the requirement of
attribution (imputability) from Article 2(a). This is also a necessary element.
iii. Loss or damage has resulted...: This is the crucial point. According to the ILC and
the prevailing view in international law, damage or material harm is not a separate, third
element required to establish the existence of an internationally wrongful act. The breach of
an obligation is, in itself, considered a legal injury. While damage is essential for determining
the scope and form of reparation, its absence does not negate the existence of the wrongful act
itself. For instance, the violation of a state’s sovereignty by an unauthorized flight through its
airspace is a wrongful act, even if no material damage occurs.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The two essential elements for state responsibility are the breach of an international obligation
and the attribution of that breach to a state. Damage is not a prerequisite. Therefore, only
statements i and ii are correct.
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Quick Tip

Remember the two-part formula for State Responsibility from ARSIWA: (1) Attribution
+ (2) Breach. Damage is a consequence that triggers the duty of reparation, but it is
not a required element to prove that a wrongful act has occurred.

37. The following is not true about the Board of directors of a company :

(A) Board may contribute to bona fide charitable and other funds
(B) Board may contribute any amount for the political contributions
(C) Board may contribute any amount for the national defence fund
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (D) None of the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify which statement about the powers of a company’s Board of Di-
rectors is false or ”not true”.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The powers of the Board to make contributions to various funds are specified in the Companies
Act, 2013, particularly in Sections 181, 182, and 183.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s examine each statement according to the Companies Act, 2013:
(A) Board may contribute to bona fide charitable and other funds. This statement is
true. Section 181 of the Act explicitly empowers the Board of Directors to contribute to bona
fide charitable and other funds. It does impose a limit: if the contribution exceeds 5% of the
company’s average net profits for the preceding three financial years, prior permission from the
company in a general meeting is required. However, the fundamental power for the Board to
make such contributions exists.
(B) Board may contribute any amount for the political contributions. This statement
is true. Section 182, as amended by the Finance Act, 2017, allows a company (which is not
a Government company and has been in existence for at least three years) to contribute ”any
amount” to a political party. This power is exercised through a Board resolution. The previous
cap on contributions was removed.
(C) Board may contribute any amount for the national defence fund. This statement
is true. Section 183 of the Act empowers the Board to contribute ”such amount as it thinks fit”
to the National Defence Fund or any other similar fund approved by the Central Government
for national defence. This effectively means any amount.

Step 4: Final Answer:
All three statements (A), (B), and (C) describe powers that the Board of Directors genuinely
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possesses under the Companies Act, 2013. Since all three statements are true, none of them
can be the answer to a question asking which statement is ”not true”. Therefore, the correct
choice is (D) None of the above, indicating that none of the listed statements are false.

Quick Tip

When answering questions about corporate powers, be aware of recent amendments. For
instance, the removal of the ceiling on political contributions by the Finance Act, 2017,
is a significant change to Section 182 of the Companies Act, 2013, and is often a subject
of examination.

38. Eugen Ehrlich identified the real source of law not as statute or reported cases
but the activities of society. If so, which of the following statements would be
correct.
i. There is a living law underlying the formal rules of legal system and the task of
the judge is to integrate both
ii. In heterogenous and pluralistic societies there will invariably be more than one
living law

(A) Only i is correct
(B) Both i and ii are correct
(C) Only ii is correct
(D) Neither is correct

Correct Answer: (B) Both i and ii are correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks which statements correctly reflect the sociological theory of law proposed by
Eugen Ehrlich, who focused on ”living law”.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Eugen Ehrlich was a key proponent of the sociological school of jurisprudence. His central
concept is the ”living law” (lebendes Recht), which he defined as the actual norms and rules of
conduct that govern social life, as opposed to the formal ”law in books” (statutes and judicial
decisions). He argued that the true source of law is society itself.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Statement i: This statement is a core tenet of Ehrlich’s theory. He believed that the formal
law (state-made law) is often disconnected from the ”living law” of the people. He saw the role
of a judge as being to understand this underlying living law and to try and harmonize it with
the formal legal rules when deciding cases. Therefore, this statement is correct.
Statement ii: This statement is also a logical extension of Ehrlich’s theory. A ”living law”
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is the set of norms governing a particular social group. In societies that are heterogenous and
pluralistic, there exist multiple social groups (based on religion, ethnicity, trade, etc.), each
with its own set of internal norms and practices. Therefore, there would be multiple ”living
laws” co-existing within the same state. This statement is also correct.

Step 4: Final Answer:
Since both statements accurately describe key aspects of Eugen Ehrlich’s theory of living law,
the correct option is (B).

Quick Tip

For jurisprudence questions, associate key phrases with thinkers. Eugen Ehrlich is syn-
onymous with ”living law” and the idea that the ”center of gravity of legal development
lies not in legislation... but in society itself.”

39. The following statements are related to s. 56 of the Contract Act, 1872:

(A) contracting parties must not be in default
(B) impossibility may be in law or in fact
(C) s. 56 does not leave the matter to the discretion of the court
(D) all the above

Correct Answer: (D) all the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the correct statements concerning Section 56 of the Indian Con-
tract Act, 1872, which deals with the doctrine of frustration or supervening impossibility.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 56 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, lays down that an agreement to do an act im-
possible in itself is void. Further, a contract to do an act which, after the contract is made,
becomes impossible, or, by reason of some event which the promisor could not prevent, unlaw-
ful, becomes void when the act becomes impossible or unlawful.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) contracting parties must not be in default: This is a correct principle. The doctrine
of frustration cannot be invoked if the impossibility is self-induced or caused by the default of
one of the contracting parties. This is known as the rule against ”self-induced frustration”.
(B) impossibility may be in law or in fact: This is also correct. Impossibility can be
physical (e.g., destruction of the subject matter) which is an impossibility of fact, or it can
be legal (e.g., a subsequent change in law makes performance illegal). Both are covered under
Section 56.
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(C) s. 56 does not leave the matter to the discretion of the court: This is correct. If
the conditions of Section 56 are met (i.e., the performance has become impossible or unlawful
without the fault of the parties), the contract becomes void by operation of law. The court’s
role is to determine if the conditions are met, not to exercise discretion on whether to void the
contract or not.
Since statements (A), (B), and (C) are all correct principles related to Section 56, the correct
option is (D).

Step 4: Final Answer:
All the given statements accurately describe the legal position regarding the doctrine of frus-
tration under Section 56 of the Contract Act. Therefore, the correct answer is (D).

Quick Tip

Remember the three main grounds for frustration under Section 56: (1) destruction of the
subject matter, (2) non-occurrence of a contemplated event, and (3) death or incapacity
of a party (for personal contracts). Also, remember that self-induced frustration is not a
valid ground.

40. Period of fifteen days of police custody should be counted from

(A) Day of arrest
(B) First day of production before Magistrate
(C) From any day requested by the police during 60/90 days of custody limit under section 167
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (B) First day of production before Magistrate

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks about the starting point for calculating the maximum 15-day period for
which an accused can be remanded to police custody under the Code of Criminal Procedure,
1973 (CrPC).

Step 2: Key Concept:
This issue is governed by Section 167 of the CrPC. The interpretation of this section has been
clarified by the Supreme Court in landmark cases, most notably in Central Bureau of Investi-
gation v. Anupam J. Kulkarni.
Section 167(2) allows a Magistrate to authorize the detention of the accused in such custody
as he thinks fit, for a term not exceeding fifteen days in the whole. The proviso states that
this period can be extended beyond 15 days (up to 60 or 90 days), but the accused must be
remanded to judicial custody, not police custody.
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Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The Supreme Court in the Anupam J. Kulkarni case held that the first 15 days of remand
are critical. The power to remand an accused to police custody can only be exercised during
this initial 15-day period. This period starts from the date of the first remand order by the
Magistrate, which happens upon the first production of the accused.
(A) Day of arrest: This is incorrect. The period of custody authorized by a Magistrate begins
only after the accused is produced before the Magistrate.
(B) First day of production before Magistrate: This is correct. The clock for the 15-day
limit (for either police or judicial custody) starts ticking from the date the Magistrate first
authorizes detention. Police custody can only be granted within this initial 15-day block.
(C) From any day requested by the police during 60/90 days...: This is incorrect.
After the first 15 days have elapsed, the accused cannot be remanded back to police custody.
Any further detention must be in judicial custody.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The maximum period of fifteen days for police custody must be exhausted within the initial 15-
day period of remand, which commences from the first day of production before the Magistrate.

Quick Tip

For Section 167 CrPC, remember this rule: ”Police custody is only possible during the
first 15 days of remand.” After that, it’s only judicial custody, up to the total limit of 60
or 90 days.

41. While referring to natural rights, one of the jurist referred to them as ”simple
nonsense,” with ”natural and imprescriptible rights, rhetorical nonsense nonsense
upon stilts”. Who among the following is that jurist ?

(A) Bentham
(B) Austin
(C) Hart
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (A) Bentham

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the jurist who famously criticized the concept of natural rights
using the phrase ”nonsense upon stilts”.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This critique stems from the philosophical school of Utilitarianism and Legal Positivism, which
rejects the idea of pre-legal, inherent rights and argues that rights are created by law (positive
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law).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The author of this famous critique is Jeremy Bentham. As a staunch utilitarian and a legal
positivist, Bentham believed that the only real rights were legal rights created by the sovereign
to promote the ”greatest happiness for the greatest number.” He viewed the concept of ”natural
rights,” as proclaimed during the French Revolution, as a metaphysical fiction. He famously
wrote in his work ”Anarchical Fallacies” that the idea of natural and imprescriptible rights was
”rhetorical nonsense,—nonsense upon stilts.”
(B) John Austin was also a positivist but this specific quote is not attributed to him.
(C) H.L.A. Hart was a 20th-century legal positivist with a much more nuanced view and did
not use this language.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The jurist who referred to natural rights as ”nonsense upon stilts” was Jeremy Bentham.

Quick Tip

Memorize famous quotes and associate them with the correct jurist. Bentham’s ”nonsense
upon stilts” is one of the most well-known phrases in jurisprudence and is a classic
example of the utilitarian-positivist rejection of natural law.

42. Which one of the following is true ?

(A) Any person guilty of fraud of an amount of at least 10 lakhs or one percent of the turnover
of a company, whichever is lower, will be liable under s. 447 of Companies Act, 2013.
(B) Serious fraud investigation office investigates frauds relating to partnerships.
(C) Chief financial officer does not fall under the category of whole time key managerial per-
sonnel.
(D) All the above are true.

Correct Answer: (A) Any person guilty of fraud of an amount of at least 10 lakhs or one per-
cent of the turnover of a company, whichever is lower, will be liable under s. 447 of Companies
Act, 2013.

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the correct statement among the given options related to the
Companies Act, 2013.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question tests knowledge of specific provisions of the Companies Act, 2013, namely Section
447 (Punishment for fraud), the scope of the Serious Fraud Investigation Office (SFIO), and
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the definition of Key Managerial Personnel (KMP) under Section 2(51).

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) This statement is true. The proviso to Section 447 specifies the threshold for fraud. It
states that where the fraud in question involves an amount of at least ten lakh rupees or one
percent of the turnover of the company, whichever is lower, it shall be punishable under this
section.
(B) This statement is false. The Serious Fraud Investigation Office (SFIO), established under
Section 211, is a statutory body to investigate frauds relating to a company. Its jurisdiction
does not extend to partnerships.
(C) This statement is false. The definition of ”key managerial personnel” under Section 2(51)
of the Companies Act, 2013, explicitly includes the Chief Financial Officer (CFO), along with
the Chief Executive Officer, manager, managing director, company secretary, and whole-time
director.
(D) This statement is false because options (B) and (C) are false.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The only true statement is (A), which correctly states the monetary threshold for the applica-
tion of the stringent punishment for fraud under Section 447 of the Companies Act, 2013.

Quick Tip

When studying Company Law, pay close attention to definitions (like KMP) and specific
monetary thresholds or percentages mentioned in key sections like S. 447 (fraud) and
S. 181 (charitable contributions). These details are common targets for multiple-choice
questions.

43. ’Doctrine of Cyprus’ is related with

(A) Marriage
(B) Mehar
(C) Waqf
(D) Hiba

Correct Answer: (C) Waqf

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks about the legal concept to which the ’Doctrine of Cyprus’ relates. It’s im-
portant to recognize that ’Cyprus’ is a common misspelling of ’Cy-près’ in this context.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The Doctrine of Cy-près is a legal principle applied to charitable trusts. The term is Norman
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French for ”as near as possible”. The doctrine allows a court to amend the terms of a charita-
ble trust if the original purpose of the trust has become impossible, impracticable, or illegal to
perform. The court can then direct the trust property to be applied to some other charitable
purpose that is as close as possible to the original one. In Muslim Law, this doctrine is applied
to Waqf, which is a form of charitable endowment.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) Marriage: This doctrine is not related to the laws of marriage.
(B) Mehar (Dower): This doctrine is not related to dower.
(C) Waqf: This is the correct answer. A Waqf is a permanent dedication of property for
religious, pious, or charitable purposes under Muslim law. If the specific object of a Waqf fails
over time, the property does not revert to the owner. Instead, under the doctrine of cy-près,
the income from the Waqf property can be applied to another charitable object that is similar
to the original one, for example, for the benefit of the poor.
(D) Hiba (Gift): This doctrine does not apply to simple gifts.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The Doctrine of Cy-près (misspelled as Cyprus) is applied in the law of Waqf to ensure that
charitable intentions are carried out even when the original purpose becomes unachievable.

Quick Tip

Be prepared for common misspellings of legal terms in exam questions, like ’Cyprus’ for
’Cy-près’. Understanding the underlying concept is key. Cy-près is always associated
with charitable trusts and endowments where the original purpose fails.

44. Revocation of a proposal may not be made by the following:

(A) by communication of notice of revocation
(B) by lapse of time
(C) by death or insanity of the proposer
(D) by failure of proposer to fulfil a condition precedent

Correct Answer: (D) by failure of proposer to fulfil a condition precedent

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify which of the given options is NOT a valid mode for the revocation
of a proposal under the Indian Contract Act, 1872.

Step 2: Key Concept:
Section 6 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872, lists the ways in which a proposal is revoked (or
lapses). These are:
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1. By the communication of notice of revocation by the proposer.
2. By the lapse of the time prescribed in such proposal for its acceptance, or, if no time is so
prescribed, by the lapse of a reasonable time.
3. By the failure of the acceptor to fulfil a condition precedent to acceptance.
4. By the death or insanity of the proposer, if the fact of his death or insanity comes to the
knowledge of the acceptor before acceptance.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
Let’s analyze the options based on Section 6:
(A) by communication of notice of revocation: This is a valid mode mentioned in Section
6(1).
(B) by lapse of time: This is a valid mode mentioned in Section 6(2).
(C) by death or insanity of the proposer: This is a valid mode mentioned in Section 6(4).
(D) by failure of proposer to fulfil a condition precedent: This is not a valid mode.
Section 6(3) states that a proposal is revoked by the failure of the acceptor, not the proposer,
to fulfil a condition precedent. It is illogical for a proposer to revoke their own proposal by
failing to meet their own condition. The condition is for the acceptor to meet.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The mode mentioned in option (D) is incorrect as the failure must be on the part of the accep-
tor, not the proposer. Therefore, this is not a valid way a proposal is revoked.

Quick Tip

Pay close attention to the parties mentioned in contract law principles. A common trick
in exams is to swap the roles of ’proposer’ and ’acceptor’ or ’promisor’ and ’promisee’ as
seen in this question.

45. The provisions of the IBC, 2016 are applicable to:

(A) any company incorporated under the Companies Act, 2013 or under any previous company
law and any other company governed by any special Act for the time being in force, except in
so far as the said provisions are inconsistent with the provisions of such special Act
(B) any Limited Liability Partnership incorporated under the Limited Liability Partnership
Act, 2008
(C) partnership firms and individuals
(D) all the above

Correct Answer: (D) all the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the entities to which the Insolvency and Bankruptcy Code (IBC),
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2016 applies.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The applicability of the IBC is laid out in Section 2 of the Code. This section specifies the
various types of persons and entities that fall under its purview.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
According to Section 2 of the IBC, 2016, the provisions of the Code apply to:
- Companies: Any company incorporated under the Companies Act, 2013 or under any pre-
vious company law. It also applies to companies governed by any Special Act, subject to
inconsistencies. This matches option (A).
- Limited Liability Partnerships (LLPs): Any LLP incorporated under the Limited Lia-
bility Partnership Act, 2008. This matches option (B).
- Partnership firms and Individuals: The provisions of the code also apply to partnership
firms and individuals (in relation to their insolvency, liquidation, or bankruptcy). This matches
option (C).
- Personal Guarantors to Corporate Debtors.
Since all the entities mentioned in options (A), (B), and (C) are explicitly covered by Section
2 of the IBC, the correct answer is (D).

Step 4: Final Answer:
The Insolvency and Bankruptcy Code, 2016, applies to companies, LLPs, as well as partnership
firms and individuals. Therefore, all the given options are correct.

Quick Tip

Remember that the IBC is a comprehensive code that consolidates insolvency laws for a
wide range of entities: corporate persons (companies and LLPs) and individuals (which
includes proprietorships and partnership firms).

46. The remedies for the defamation include the following:

(A) suit for damages
(B) injunction restraining publication
(C) consent
(D) a) and b) are correct

Correct Answer: (D) a) and b) are correct

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks to identify the available civil remedies for the tort of defamation.
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Step 2: Key Concept:
In the law of torts, defamation is the act of communicating false statements about a person
that injure their reputation. When a person is defamed, they can seek certain remedies in a
civil court.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) suit for damages: This is the most common remedy for defamation. The court may
award monetary compensation to the plaintiff for the harm caused to their reputation.
(B) injunction restraining publication: This is an equitable remedy. A court can issue
an injunction to prevent the defendant from publishing or further publishing the defamatory
material. This is particularly relevant in cases of ongoing defamation.
(C) consent: Consent is a defence to a claim of defamation, not a remedy. If the plaintiff
consented to the publication of the statement, they cannot later sue for defamation.
(D) a) and b) are correct: Since both a suit for damages and an injunction are valid remedies
for defamation, this option is the correct choice.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The primary remedies for defamation are damages and injunction. Consent is a defense. There-
fore, the correct option is (D).

Quick Tip

In tort law, always distinguish between remedies and defences. Remedies are what the
plaintiff seeks (e.g., damages, injunction), while defences are what the defendant argues
to defeat the claim (e.g., truth, privilege, consent).

47. The Consumer Protection Act, 2019 provides for the following:

(A) product and product liability
(B) deficiency in service
(C) e-commerce
(D) all the above

Correct Answer: (D) all the above

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks what concepts are provided for under the new Consumer Protection Act of
2019.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The Consumer Protection Act, 2019, replaced the earlier Act of 1986. It introduced several
new concepts and strengthened existing ones to adapt to modern marketplace challenges like
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e-commerce and complex products.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) product and product liability: This is a major addition in the 2019 Act. It defines
”product liability” and allows a consumer to claim compensation for harm caused by a defective
product from the product manufacturer, seller, or service provider.
(B) deficiency in service: This concept was central to the 1986 Act and has been retained
and strengthened in the 2019 Act. It refers to any fault, imperfection, or shortcoming in the
quality or manner of performance of a service.
(C) e-commerce: The 2019 Act explicitly includes e-commerce within its ambit and provides
for rules to regulate e-commerce transactions and protect online consumers. This was a neces-
sary update to address the growth of online shopping.
Since the Act of 2019 provides for all three concepts mentioned, the correct answer is (D).

Step 4: Final Answer:
The Consumer Protection Act, 2019, is a comprehensive legislation that covers product liabil-
ity, deficiency in service, and e-commerce transactions, among other things. Therefore, all the
given options are correct.

Quick Tip

When comparing the Consumer Protection Acts of 1986 and 2019, remember the key
additions in the new act: establishment of a Central Consumer Protection Authority
(CCPA), provisions on Product Liability, explicit inclusion of E-commerce, and provisions
for Mediation.

48. Following is true about relationship of partnership:

(A) it arises from contract and not by status
(B) members of HUF carrying on business are partners
(C) it arises from status and not by contract
(D) none of the above

Correct Answer: (A) it arises from contract and not by status

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks for a true statement about the nature of a partnership relationship.

Step 2: Key Concept:
The fundamental nature of a partnership is defined in the Indian Partnership Act, 1932. Sec-
tion 4 defines partnership as ”the relation between persons who have agreed to share the profits
of a business carried on by all or any of them acting for all.” Section 5 further clarifies this.
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Section 5: Partnership not created by status. ”The relation of partnership arises from
contract and not from status”.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
(A) it arises from contract and not by status: This statement is a direct reflection of
Section 5 of the Act and is the defining characteristic of a partnership. It is a voluntary asso-
ciation based on an agreement. This is true.
(B) members of HUF carrying on business are partners: This is false. A Hindu Undi-
vided Family (HUF) is a creation of law and membership is by birth (status), not by contract.
The Act explicitly states that members of an HUF carrying on a family business as such are
not partners in such business.
(C) it arises from status and not by contract: This is false, as it directly contradicts
Section 5.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The defining characteristic of a partnership is that it is a contractual relationship, not one that
arises due to one’s status. Therefore, option (A) is the correct statement.

Quick Tip

The distinction between ’contract’ and ’status’ is fundamental to partnership law. Part-
nership is contractual. A Hindu Undivided Family (HUF) business relationship is based
on status (birth). This is a very common point of comparison in law exams.

49. Acknowledgement of a debt by a principal debtor binds the guarantor in all
respects if he had given an express consent:

(A) The above statement is true
(B) The above statement is not true
(C) A debt cannot be acknowledged by a principal debtor
(D) None of the above

Correct Answer: (A) The above statement is true

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question asks whether a statement is true or false. The statement is: an acknowledgement
of debt by the principal debtor binds the guarantor, provided the guarantor has given express
consent.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This question combines principles from the Indian Contract Act, 1872 (regarding the surety’s
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liability) and the Limitation Act, 1963 (regarding the effect of acknowledgement). The gen-
eral rule is that an acknowledgement of liability by the principal debtor does not, by itself,
restart the limitation period against the surety. The surety’s liability arises from the contract
of guarantee, which is separate from the contract between the creditor and the principal debtor.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The general rule is that an acknowledgement by the principal debtor does not bind the guar-
antor. However, the statement in the question includes a very important condition: ”if he
had given an express consent”. This condition changes the outcome. If the guarantor
expressly consents to the acknowledgement made by the principal debtor, or if the contract
of guarantee itself contains a clause that such an acknowledgement will bind the guarantor,
then the guarantor will indeed be bound. Consent (or prior agreement) creates an exception
to the general rule. Therefore, the statement as a whole, with its conditional clause, is accurate.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The statement correctly identifies that express consent from the guarantor makes the principal
debtor’s acknowledgement binding on the guarantor. Thus, the statement is true.

Quick Tip

In questions involving a general rule and an exception, read the statement very carefully.
The presence of a conditional clause like ”if...” or ”unless...” can completely change
whether the statement is true or false. Here, the ”if he had given an express consent”
clause is the key to the correct answer.

50. ”It cannot be concluded from the mere fact of the control exercised by a State
over its territory and waters that state necessarily knew, or ought to have known,
of any unlawful act perpetrated therein, nor yet that it necessarily knew, or should
have known, the authors. The fact, by itself and apart from other circumstances,
neither involves prima facie responsibility nor shift the burden of proof. ”The
above endorsement of fault theory of state responsibility was delivered by the ICJ
in which of the following cases?

(A) LFH Neer and Pauline Neer v. United Mexican States (1926)
(B) Nicaragua v. United States, (1984)
(C) United Kingdom v. Albania, (1949)
(D) Hungary v. Slovakia, (1997)

Correct Answer: (C) United Kingdom v. Albania, (1949)

Solution:

Step 1: Understanding the Question:
The question provides a famous quote from an International Court of Justice (ICJ) judgment
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and asks to identify the case. The quote discusses the standard of proof and responsibility for
acts occurring within a state’s territory, rejecting automatic liability based on territorial control
alone.

Step 2: Key Concept:
This quote relates to the principle of state responsibility in public international law, specifically
the concept of due diligence and the standard of proof for attributing knowledge of wrongful
acts to a state. It is a foundational statement on the rejection of strict or absolute liability for
events on a state’s territory.

Step 3: Detailed Explanation:
The quoted passage is from the ICJ’s judgment in the Corfu Channel Case (United King-
dom v. Albania, 1949).
Case Background: British warships were damaged by mines while passing through the Corfu
Channel, which lies in Albanian territorial waters. The UK could not prove that Albania itself
had laid the mines. The ICJ delivered the quoted passage to explain that Albania’s exclusive
control over its territory did not automatically mean it was responsible. However, the Court
went on to find that the minefield was so large it could not have been laid without the knowledge
of the Albanian government. Therefore, Albania was held responsible not for laying the mines,
but for its failure to warn other states of the danger, which was a breach of its obligations under
international law. The quote was central to this reasoning about proof and knowledge.
(A) The Neer Claim dealt with the international minimum standard of treatment for aliens.
(B) The Nicaragua case dealt with the ”effective control” test for attributing acts of non-state
actors (rebels) to a state.
(D) The Gabcikovo-Nagymaros case concerned treaty law, state of necessity, and countermea-
sures.

Step 4: Final Answer:
The quote is from the ICJ’s decision in the Corfu Channel Case, i.e., United Kingdom v. Alba-
nia, (1949).

Quick Tip

For international law, associate landmark cases with their key legal principles. Corfu
Channel Case = Due diligence, state’s knowledge of events in its territory. Nicaragua
Case = Effective control test, use of force. Learning these pairings is essential for exams.

Section - B

1. Drones are Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) that are controlled either by a
pilot on the ground or with the help of technology. The drones, which were earlier
used only for applications such as surveillance, emergency response, geo-spatial
mapping etc., are fast emerging as serious participants in the commercial delivery
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market.
In India, Ministry of Civil Aviation has notified The Drone Rules in August 2021.
Later, in October 2021, ICMR-led pilot project used drones for delivering COVID
vaccines to remote locations in the northeast. However, commercial use of drones
for e-commerce deliveries has not really picked up in the past one year. It points
to hesitancy of stakeholders in deployment of drones.
You have been assigned the task of conducting an exploratory study to understand
and address the issues and concerns of e-commerce vendors, regulatory authori-
ties, and consumers. Suggest a suitable research design, data collection and analysis
plan for your study.

Solution:

A suitable research plan for this exploratory study would be as follows:

Research Title: An Exploratory Study on Stakeholder Perspectives and Challenges in the
Adoption of Drone Technology for E-commerce Delivery in India.

Research Objectives:

• To identify the perceived benefits and risks of drone delivery from the perspective of e-
commerce vendors, regulatory authorities, and consumers.

• To explore the specific operational, regulatory, technological, and social challenges hinder-
ing the widespread adoption of commercial drone delivery.

• To understand the concerns of consumers regarding safety, privacy, cost, and reliability of
drone-based deliveries.

• To provide policy and business recommendations to facilitate the seamless integration of
drones into the e-commerce logistics ecosystem.

1. Research Design
Given the exploratory nature of the study, a Qualitative Research Design is most ap-
propriate. This will allow for an in-depth understanding of the complex, nuanced issues and
stakeholder hesitancy. Specifically, a multi-stakeholder case study approach will be used to
gather rich, contextual data.

2. Data Collection Plan
The study will utilize both primary and secondary data sources.
(a) Secondary Data Collection:

• Policy Review: Detailed analysis of ’The Drone Rules, 2021’ to understand the existing
regulatory framework, its enablers, and potential restrictions.

• Literature Review: Study of global case studies on commercial drone delivery (e.g.,
Amazon Prime Air, Zipline in Rwanda) to identify best practices and common challenges.

• Report Analysis: Review of reports from the ICMR pilot project and other relevant
industry publications to gather insights on operational feasibility and outcomes in the
Indian context.
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(b) Primary Data Collection:
Primary data will be collected from the three key stakeholder groups using different qualitative
methods:

• E-commerce Vendors: In-depth Interviews with senior logistics and strategy man-
agers from 5-7 major e-commerce companies and logistics firms (e.g., Amazon, Flipkart,
Delhivery). A semi-structured interview guide will be used to explore topics like perceived
ROI, integration challenges with existing supply chains, liability concerns, and technolog-
ical hurdles.

• Regulatory Authorities: Expert Interviews with officials from the Ministry of Civil
Aviation and the Directorate General of Civil Aviation (DGCA). The focus will be on un-
derstanding the regulatory perspective on safety, security, air traffic management (UTM),
and the roadmap for scaling up commercial drone operations.

• Consumers: Focus Group Discussions (FGDs). 4-6 FGDs will be conducted, seg-
mented by location (metro vs. non-metro) and age group. The discussions will explore
public perception, acceptance levels, and specific concerns about noise pollution, privacy
(surveillance), safety of parcels, and potential for accidents.

3. Data Analysis Plan
The collected qualitative data will be analyzed using a Thematic Analysis approach.

• Step 1 (Transcription): All interviews and FGDs will be audio-recorded and transcribed
verbatim.

• Step 2 (Coding): The transcripts will be systematically coded to identify key phrases,
ideas, and concepts related to the research objectives.

• Step 3 (Theme Identification): The codes will be grouped into broader themes and sub-
themes. For example, themes could include ’Regulatory Ambiguity’, ’Last-Mile Integration
Costs’, ’Public Trust Deficit’, ’Privacy Intrusion’, and ’Technological Reliability’.

• Step 4 (Interpretation): The identified themes will be analyzed and interpreted to build
a comprehensive understanding of the factors causing stakeholder hesitancy. The findings
will be triangulated across the three stakeholder groups to identify areas of consensus and
conflict.

Quick Tip

For an ”exploratory study,” a qualitative design is the gold standard. It allows the
researcher to delve deep into a topic that is not well understood. Using methods like
in-depth interviews and focus groups helps uncover underlying reasons, opinions, and
motivations that a quantitative survey might miss.

2. Unified Payments Interface (UPI) is a system that powers multiple bank ac-
counts into a single mobile application merging several banking features, seamless
fund transfers and merchant payments under one umbrella. It also supports Peer-
to-Peer collect requests which can be easily scheduled and paid as required. After
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a slow start in April 2016, UPI has gained wide acceptance over the years, and in
India we clocked more than 7.3 billion UPI transactions with a value of over Rs.
12.11 lakh crores for the month of October 2022.
You are required to present a comprehensive research plan to identify the factors
that have contributed to the spectacular success of UPI in India. Your plan must
include a detailed examination of the role of financial regulations and demographics
of our country.

Solution:

Below is a comprehensive research plan to identify the factors behind the success of UPI in India.

Research Title: Decoding the Success of India’s Unified Payments Interface (UPI): An Anal-
ysis of Technological, Regulatory, and Demographic Drivers.

Research Objectives:

• To identify the key factors contributing to the rapid and widespread adoption of UPI in
India.

• To specifically analyze the role of the financial regulatory framework (e.g., policies from
RBI, NPCI) in fostering the UPI ecosystem.

• To examine the influence of user demographics (age, income, geographic location) on UPI
adoption and usage patterns.

• To develop a holistic model explaining the interplay of technology, policy, and user char-
acteristics in UPI’s success.

1. Research Design
A Mixed-Methods Research Design will be employed, specifically a Convergent Parallel
Design. This approach involves collecting quantitative and qualitative data concurrently, an-
alyzing them separately, and then merging the results for a comprehensive understanding. The
quantitative part will address ’what’ and ’how much’, while the qualitative part will explain
the ’how’ and ’why’.

2. Data Collection Plan
(a) Quantitative Data Collection:

• Survey: A structured questionnaire will be administered to a large, stratified random
sample of 2000-3000 individuals across India, covering different demographics (Tier-1,
Tier-2, Tier-3 cities; different age and income groups). The survey will measure variables
like frequency of UPI use, types of transactions, perceived ease of use, security perceptions,
and the influence of incentives (like cashbacks).

• Secondary Data: Publicly available aggregate data from the National Payments Corpo-
ration of India (NPCI) on transaction volume, value, and growth trends since 2016 will be
collected and analyzed.

(b) Qualitative Data Collection:
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• Expert Interviews: Semi-structured interviews will be conducted with 15-20 key stake-
holders who were instrumental in UPI’s development and proliferation. This will include:

– Policymakers from RBI and NPCI.

– Senior executives from leading banks and fintech payment apps (e.g., Google Pay,
PhonePe, Paytm).

– Technology architects involved in building the UPI platform.

• Document Analysis: In-depth review of policy documents, RBI circulars on digital pay-
ments, reports from the Committee on Deepening of Digital Payments (Nandan Nilekani
Committee), and NPCI’s UPI procedural guidelines.

3. Data Analysis Plan
(a) Quantitative Analysis:

• Descriptive Statistics: Frequencies, percentages, and means will be used to summarize
the survey data and describe UPI usage patterns across different demographics.

• Inferential Statistics: A Multiple Regression Analysis will be performed to identify
the key demographic and psychographic predictors of UPI adoption and usage intensity.

• Time-Series Analysis: The NPCI transaction data will be analyzed to model the growth
trajectory of UPI and identify key inflection points.

(b) Qualitative Analysis:

• Content Analysis: The interview transcripts and policy documents will be systemat-
ically analyzed to identify recurring themes. Key themes to be explored include: the
importance of interoperability, the impact of the ’zero-MDR’ (Merchant Discount Rate)
policy, the role of smartphone penetration and cheap data, and the competitive dynamics
between banks and fintech players.

(c) Data Integration:
The findings from both quantitative and qualitative analyses will be triangulated in the final
interpretation phase. For instance, the regression model might show that ’perceived ease of
use’ is a strong predictor of adoption. The expert interviews can then provide the rich, contex-
tual explanation of why UPI is perceived as easy to use (e.g., simple VPA-based transfers, QR
code scanning). This integration will provide a robust and multi-faceted explanation for UPI’s
success.

Quick Tip

When a research question involves understanding the success of a large-scale phenomenon
like UPI, a mixed-methods design is highly effective. It allows you to combine the sta-
tistical power of large-scale survey data (the ’what’) with the deep, contextual insights
from expert interviews (the ’why’ and ’how’).

3. An apparel factory caught fire during the evening in which 12 people perished.
An enquiry was set under the chairmanship of a retired judge to find reasons of the
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fire and identification of the people who would be directly or indirectly responsible
for the mishap. Propose a research design to find the causes of the fire and the
guilty people for punishment according to law.

Solution:

This situation requires an investigative and fact-finding approach rather than a traditional aca-
demic research design. The proposed design is structured as a formal inquiry to establish facts,
determine causation, and ascertain legal culpability.

Inquiry Title: An Investigative Inquiry into the Causes and Legal Responsibility for the Fatal
Fire at the Apparel Factory.

Inquiry Objectives:

• To establish a definitive timeline of the events leading to, during, and after the fire.

• To determine the precise origin and cause(s) of the fire, including any technical failures or
human actions.

• To assess the adequacy of and compliance with fire safety norms and regulations as man-
dated by law (e.g., The Factories Act, 1948).

• To identify the acts of commission or omission by individuals or the management that
contributed to the incident and the loss of life.

• To recommend the initiation of criminal and civil proceedings against the persons and/or
entities found responsible.

1. Research Design
A Retrospective Investigative Case Study Design will be adopted. This is a fact-finding
methodology aimed at reconstructing the event and analyzing it against a legal and regulatory
framework to determine liability. The inquiry will proceed in three distinct phases.

2. Investigation Plan (Data Collection)
Phase I: Evidence Collection and Preservation

• Forensic Examination: Engage a team of independent forensic experts to:

– Secure the incident site.

– Analyze burn patterns to identify the fire’s point of origin.

– Collect and test samples for accelerants or hazardous materials.

– Examine the electrical systems for evidence of short circuits or faults.

– Conduct autopsies to determine the exact cause of death for the victims.

• Document Seizure and Review: Obtain and analyze all relevant documents, including:

– Factory license, building plans, and fire safety compliance certificates.

– Electrical safety audit reports and equipment maintenance logs.

– Records of fire drills and employee safety training.
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– Employee attendance records for the day of the incident.

– Company’s safety policies and procedures manual.

Phase II: Testimonial Evidence Gathering

• Witness Interviews: Conduct recorded interviews under oath with:

– Survivors of the fire to get firsthand accounts of the event, the functioning of alarms,
and the accessibility of escape routes.

– First responders (firefighters, police) to understand the conditions they encountered.

– Other factory employees to inquire about general safety culture and practices.

• Interrogation of Key Personnel: Question the factory’s ’Occupier’ (as defined under
the Factories Act), factory manager, safety officer, and supervisors regarding their roles
and responsibilities in ensuring workplace safety.

3. Data Analysis and Liability Determination Plan
Phase III: Analysis, Causation, and Culpability

• Causation Analysis: Synthesize the findings from the forensic reports, document re-
views, and witness testimonies to construct a clear and logical chain of events. This will
establish the root cause (e.g., faulty wiring due to poor maintenance) and contributing
factors (e.g., blocked fire exits, lack of training).

• Legal and Regulatory Gap Analysis: The established facts will be benchmarked
against the specific legal duties laid down in:

– The Factories Act, 1948: Especially provisions related to fire safety, means of
escape, and duties of the occupier and manager.

– The Indian Penal Code, 1860: Specifically to assess if elements of offences like
‘causing death by negligence‘ (Section 304A) are present.

– National Building Code and local fire safety regulations.

• Determination of Responsibility: Based on the analysis, identify the guilty parties:

– Direct Responsibility: Individuals whose direct action or negligence caused the
fire.

– Indirect/Vicarious Responsibility: The management and owners (Occupier) for
systemic failures, non-compliance with statutory duties, and failure to provide a safe
working environment.

• Final Report and Recommendations: A comprehensive report will be drafted for
submission to the appointing authority. It will detail the findings on the causes of the fire
and explicitly name the individuals and entities responsible, recommending specific legal
actions (e.g., prosecution under Section 304A IPC and relevant sections of the Factories
Act) to be initiated against them.
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Quick Tip

When a research task involves a legal inquiry or accident investigation, the design must
be structured, methodical, and evidence-based. The goal is not just to understand a phe-
nomenon but to establish a chain of causation and link it to legal standards to determine
culpability. A phased approach (Evidence -¿ Testimony -¿ Analysis) is highly effective.
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