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A defendant in a commercial suit (Order V r. 1 Proviso) is allowed to file his written

statement on 1h$‘ 141st day after service, the court giving no reasons except "in the

interest of justice." Which outcome accords with the CPC and Supreme Court

precedent ?

(1) Acceptance is void ipso jure; no discretion survives after 120 days.

(2) Defect is curable because the bar is directory, not mandatory.

(3) The order is voidable, not void, and can be challenged only in appeal.

(4) None of the above
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Suit-1 (declaration of title) is instituted in Agra on 1 March, 2025. Suit-2 (injunction)
involving the identical land and parties is filed in Kanpur on 15 February, 2025 and is
pending when Suit-1 is filed. How should the Agra court proceed ?

(1) Stay Suit-1 under Section 10 because Suit-2 is the previously-instituted suit.

(2) Invoke Section 24 and transfer one proceeding to avoid conflicting decrees.

(3) Proceed with Suit-1 ; Section 10 is inapplicable when reliefs differ.

(4) All of the above . :
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3. Afier a preliminary  decree in a partition suit, 'X' (Or,lc Ofatf:f;’ent is correcz ?dlQ
intestate. No substitution takes place within limitation. Which s oA
(D Pmcccdings Wholly abate; preliminary decree also bccomc's ine
(2) Only X's share abates; suit survives inter s¢ remaining partics: - e."
(3) Court can cure abatement if substitution application shows “sufficient cause.
(4) None of the above
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4. A plaint was dismissed for default on 10 April, 2022. Plaintiff filed a fresh suit on the
Same cause on 8 April, 2025 (limitation period 3 years). Which single bar stymies the
second suit ?

(1) Order IX rule 9 Sstatutory bar.

(2) Res judicata because previous dismissal was "on merits." -
(3) Limitation is already exhausted. .

(4) All of the above
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5. A decree is passed jointly against A, B, C. Only C appeals and later withdraws the
appeal unconditionally. Execution is sought against A and B alone. Which is sound ?
(1) Execution against 'A' and 'B' is maintainable; decree is final as to them. .
(2) Execution lies against all three; withdrawal by 'C' revives decree qua him.
(3) Whole decree is in limbo until appellate limitation for A and B expires.
(4) None of the above
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6. Removed trustees (by decree under Section 92) file a new suit asserting adverse
possession over trust.land. Pick the right legal answer :
(1) Suit is barred under res judicata and Section 11 Explanations IV & VI.
(2) Suit is maintainable if framed as a personal claim, not in representative capacity.
(3) Leave of court under Section 92(3) is a condition precedent.
(4) All of the above
To@ T o= (AT 92 B deq Bl ERI) SX bl 9 9X uiteRs ®est W1 arEn
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7. An order declining to punish for breach of injunction is challenged. Best remedy ?
(1) Appeal under Order XLIII r. 1 ().
(2) Revision under Section 115 because the order is not appealable.
(3) Writ under Article 227 only, revision being barred.
(4) None of the above : |
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crils his sccurity. Proper statutory ) .
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(1) Application under Order IX rule 13 lml( et
St fi i s consequential reliel.

2) Suit for declaration plus consequen oy

( : ' im as 'representative.

: FHr TE HA B
TH o, o anfl off gaad H UEE T 2k, aepueit sﬁiﬁa iy
RIT omde mear @ o Saa gRenm @ @ad § s 8103 RIIREZ
(1) 97T 151 & @y Ry IX B 13 & dsd srda |

(2) "o o gRomd wed & g ae |
() S8 vy ama ge arT 47 & qed STaE |

(4) Sugdws T+

Defendant argues that plaintiffs earlier acquittal bars the tort claim. Which best

(3) Application under Scction 47 treating hi

(4) All of the above

captures the law ?
(1) Acaquittal neither bars nor negates; it is a mandated element of the cause.

(2) Acquittal conclusively establishes absence of reasonable and probable cause.
(3) Criminal acquittal operates as issue estoppel against defendant.

(4) All of the above
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Leave to defend is conditional upon depositing ¥ 10 lakh in 30 days. Deposit is made

on day 33 citing bank strike. Court's power :

(1) Rigid: leave stands revoked automatically.
(2) Court may enlarge time under Section 148 (maximum 30 additional days).

(3) Only appellate court, not trial court, can cure default.

(4) None of the above :
aaraﬁm?aaﬁwf?rmﬁ?ﬁ?lowwmﬁaﬁ%la"csasaﬁfﬁﬁr
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11.

12.

A pendente lite purchaser applics in exccution to assert independent rights. Court

should :

(1) Add him under Order XXI r. 16 enabling him to cxecute,

(2) Treat him as bound by the decree without impleadment (Section 52 T.P. Act).

(3) Reject his claim : remedy lics in separate title suit, not execution.

(4) All of the above
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Plaintiffs next friend failed to appear; suit dismissed in 2021. Plaintiff attains majority

in 2024 and seeks revival. Which is incorrect ?

(1) Order IX rule 9 applies, limitation begins from majority.

(2) He can sue the next friend for negligence instead of restoration.

(3) Decree of dismissal is nullity due to absence of proper guardian.

(4) None of the above
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Sfendant  discovers ledger entries
13. After preliminary decree directing accounts, defendan
allegedly showing full settlement. Can he suceeed in review ?
(1) Review barred; remedy is objection before (Commissioner.
(2) Review lies only if evidence was unavailable despite diligence.
(3) Discovery after deeree of a vital document meets Order XLVII test.
(4) All of'the above
A D PR e e i el $ A, SR @ wee o T
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14. Sole defendant dies after evidence commenced; plaintiff moves for substitution 250

days later showing ignorance of death. Court may :
(1) declare entire suit abated automatically.

(2) set aside abatement upon proving sufficient cause.
(3) treat decree passed in interregnum as nullity.

(4) All of the above ‘

A grm A & AT CehHi, ARmEr @ g d S ¥ E\Tc‘fIZSOﬁ'-'-T‘érﬁﬂiﬁ
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15.  Trial court awarded interest; appellate court modified decree on merits but stayed silent
on interest. Deceree-holder's execution claim for interest should be :
(1) Dismissed; silence equals denial.
(2) Allowed; interest portion of trial decree survives.
(3) Referred back for clarification under Section 151.
(4) Nonc of the above
T e N el Ran orfie @ Avwar @ oMH 9¥ S @ donfae B
QAT =S WX gu @1 A & e fEetees o Foes gen e e =R
(1) @RsT; gait & 79 8§ 396 |
(2) Epa; Taw B9 @1 sy Rear g S| 8 |
(3) g7 151 & T WRIHIOT B T Grad AST ST B |
(4) SWR<H H F HIg AT

16. A written constitution empowers judges to strike down statutes repugnant to "basic
moral principleé." A strictly positivist bench nevertheless upholds a law criminalising
peaceful dissent, citing mere fidelity to the enacted text. Which of the following
critiques most directly undercuts the bench's reasoning ? '

(1) Hart's "minimum-content" survival thesis

(2) Finnis's natural-law account of common-good participation

(3) Kelsen's purity postulate separating law and morals

(4) None of the above

T TS digar =raredien B gega Ao sl & afkege S B <6
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17. According to Lon Fuller's eight canons of the "inner morality of law," which single
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vstem 7
5 T o aenmine 1€ yal syste!
defect most completely negates the possibility of a genuine leg

(1) Statutes are kept seeret yet applied retrospectively to past conduct
(2) Rules are prospective but mutually contradictory ' _
(3) Laws are prospective, consistent, and public but chang¢ hourly without notice
(4) All of the above
‘waﬁeﬁaﬁmﬁw’%@qw%mmﬁ%mfﬁqﬁ@
aﬂmﬁiﬁm@uﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁmaﬁgﬁmam%?
(1)Wgﬂ@aﬁ%,mﬁﬁﬁwﬁmﬂwwam
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e ST 8

(4) STA=H T

18. A legislature criminalises "socially harmful thoughts" detected by compulsory brain-
scan technology. From H. L. A. Hart's analytical framework, the measure fails
primarily, because it :

(1) Collapses the distinction between primary and secondary rules

(2) Ignores the external aspect of rule-guided behaviour

(3) Destroys the internal éspect of rules by making genuine acceptance impossible

(4) None of the above \ _ _ . _
@%mﬁﬁaﬁaﬁqﬁdﬁs—@ﬁaﬁmmw.wm‘mﬁﬁsm@

=fepe frETl @ STarEl SRl B 9O e $ fasaueneas s 9,
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19. Ronald Dworkin's: !'gight—answer thesis" rests most: - fundamentally - on which
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presupposition ?

(1) Judges possess special epistemic access to empirical community values

(2) Law is an integrated framework of political morality discoverable by constructive
interpretation

(3) Democratic decision-making is the only legitimate way to settle hard cases

(4) All of the above

Aes galfbd M V-G MR’ w@ed giadl w1 @ e gdueon a7

STenRe ® 7
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20. Critical Legal Studies scholars speak of "trashing" orthodox doctrine. Which of the

following moves best illustrates that method ?

(1) Re-describing private-property claims as allocations of social wealth

(2) Portraying mens rea analysis as an ideological screen for class power

(3) Framing Hart's "open texture" as perpetuating judicial hegemony.

(4) All of the above _
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21. In Joseph Raz's "service conceptlon " legal dlrectlves create b1nd1ng reasons for action
when they : = , :

| (1) override subjects' independent assessment in every case.
(2) help subjects better comply with the very reasons that already apply to them.
(3) maximise aggregate social utxhty compared with all alternatives:.
(4) None of the above
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Within Kelsen's Pure Theory, the Grundnorm chiefly functions to -
(1) Confer non-reductive validity on the constitutional order
(2) Supply ultimate moral justification for legal coercion

(3) Offer an empirical explanation for mass obedience
(4) All of the above

W%@W%W,Wg@w%mm%:
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A feminist critique attacks the "reasonable-person" standard in self-defence as gender-

biased. Which jurisprudential school supplies the strongest analytic tools for exposing
this bias ? '

(1) Legal Realism

(2) CLS indeterminacy critique

(3) Post-modern jurisprudence

(4) All of the above : :
@mﬁmﬁaﬂmmﬁ‘aﬁﬁ—aﬁ—ﬁ’ww%ﬁ—m%wﬁ
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26.
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In John Finnis's theory, "practical reasonableness" is best described as :

(1) An instrumental means to pursue the other basic goods

(2) A valuc bestowed by positive law alone

(3) An irreducible basic good that guides deliberation among worthwhile forms of life

(4) Nonc of the above '

S e & R #, enauiie a@kiaar B aua o= T89S T 58 T

gt s T ©
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Aquinas distinguishes lex humana from lex divina. For him, an unjust human statute

is : 4

(1) Valid law lacking moral legitimacy but still binding in foro interno

(2) No law at all (non est lex)-though it may be coercively enforced to prevent disorder

(3) A nullity both morally and legally, incapable of creating obligations

(4) All of the above
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H. L. A. Hart criticises Austlns command theory by stressing the "mternal point of
view." Which scenario best exemplifies Hart's critique ?

(1) Citizens obey traffic rules solely to avoid fines :
(2) Legislators threaten sanctlons yet flout entrenched conventlons

(3) Judges rely on a rule of recognition to validate an emergency ordlnance
(4) None of the above
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27.

28.
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In Jurgen Habermas's discourse theory, legal norms attain legitimacy when rooted in an

"idcal 'spccch situation." Which modern institutional mechanism most closely
approximates that condition ?

(1) Judicial review by apex constitutional courts
(2) National referenda decided by bare-majority vote

(3) Parliamentary committees open to real-time public deliberation and expert
testimony

(4) All of the above

T FECTE & uaed REsid H, HEAT ATES  SAEe] ST fearfey # feT
ﬁﬂﬁwmm%lﬁq—wwﬁmmﬁwm%m
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The rule-skeptic Wing of American Legal Realism would most confidently predict an
appellate outcome by analysing:

(1) Linguistic content of the governing statute

(2) Socio-economic backgrounds and ideological leanings of the judges

(3) Historical evolution of the relevant common-law doctrine

(4) None of the above

aﬁﬁﬁwﬁqmﬁaﬁaﬁﬁw—ﬁa@aﬁ rET e S STHfaErE ¥
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29. Dworkin's "law as integrity" diverges from IHart's inclusive positivism primarily on the

issuc of :

(1) Whether officials must converge on a single rule of recognition

(2) Semantic versus pragmatic theorics of constitutional meaning

(3) Institutional versus moral lcglllmacy of legal rules

(4) All of the above

wﬁﬁm‘aﬂa‘eﬁ%l‘uﬁwg@wﬁ zd He 9T BlE & TAEL

JegerdE O ST © ¢

(1)@7@@@&&@%%@@%@“%%@

(2) damites ot & It s eEeiRe Rwsia

(3) & Al @ AR gmm R Juar

(4) SUH G

30. InRaz's theory, the "normal-justification thesis" fails, where :

(1) The authority's procedures are procedurally impeccable yet opaque to subjects

(2) Subjects can, on their own, better comply with the balance of reasons than by
following the authority's directives

(3) All citizens are epistemically inferior to the authorlty on relevant facts

(4) None of the above

9 B a1, ‘amr-elifae fifte’ fawe @1 Sii B, S -

(1) iferepRer &6 9Rhae ufkars &9 9 Fed= Bl ¥, e off Rfwdi & R
STaRestt B ¥

(2) =, mﬁwa‘sﬁ%&zﬁmwaﬂﬁzﬁrmﬁ 3 AT B, HRON B
HT I d8aR dd | g B T &

(3)1?3ﬁ=rmﬁzﬁqmﬁaﬁﬁ%@rwqﬁ€%—{w@(suﬂlqu &0 | g 8

(4) IWR<p § A FHig AT

31. Post-colonial jurists argue that transplanted state law often lacks social legitimacy.
Which jurisprudential notion best captures the resulting tension between formal law
and lived normativity ? e
(1) Hart's catalogue of secondary rules (2) Kelsen's dynamic validity chain
(3) Ehrlich's concept of "living law" (4) All of the above
STY-STUAMREG <kl & 9% ¥ B TRt o9 BT § SRR |EItTS
JEAT B FAE B B | AA-G T aRen ofiweiRe wE ok Sshfaa
W%éﬁaqﬁwﬁaﬁﬁaﬁra@faﬁ&m%m%?

(1) =ré i facfraes Fea) o Q=

(2) et & fcrefier Jear e

(3) it = ‘Sffer shigm’ @1 erarenRen
(4) SU<s at

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A) L S el oPiTIO.




14

32.

33.

34.

35.

Aﬁw%mﬁg%wﬁﬁﬁwm%aﬁaﬁﬁmﬁ?ﬁ

A

" Which otherwise positivist

ism of "separability absolutism. . SIIVIS
s criteria of legal validity if

Critics accuse legal positiv
| principles can count a

theorist explicitly allows that mora
recognised by officials ?

(1) John Finnis

(3) Jules Coleman

SiSicear QI R RIS cqereepRoT  fATAETCr bl srag a1 T
%—WWMWWWQWW%%WW@HW

(2) Joseph Raz
(4) Nonc of the above

(1) st oA (2) ST T

(3) SIeH HIEHT (4)3qﬁ?ﬁff@r€ﬁ§?ﬁﬁ
Neo-institutionalist theories say law solves recurre
(1) Providing oxclusionary reasons that displace su
(2) Channelling social power through hegemonic state institutions
(3) Articulating timeless moral truths accessible to pure reason

(4) All of the above
w—wwm%ﬁswwwam'wmﬁﬁ
& HIAT © - :
(1)me‘mﬁrﬁﬂ?ﬁ%aﬁ W—ﬁms‘rﬁmﬁﬁ
(Z)W‘Wﬁwﬁ%mm%mmﬁﬁﬁaﬁmﬁﬁm
(3)@@?@%@@%%@@@@%

(4) SURH A

In The Concept of Law, Hart lists a

not explicitly part of that list ?
(1) Vulnerability of human bodies (2) Limited altruism among human beings

(3) Scarcity of resources (4) None of the above :

A B STaErRen gﬁ-%‘mwﬁwﬂmﬁ’@a@aﬁ%n
ﬁ?—@a@mm%w@wmaﬁ%? '

(1) T T @ dEeT (2) At F A AR

(3) T # O (4) Sudre F A/ B TR

vist" jurisprudencé, judicial precedents function primarily as :
intrinsic normative force .

t be mechanically applied
arrative that both fits and morally justifies

nt coordination problems chiefly by :
bjects' own deliberation

"minimum content of natural law." Which item is

For "interpreti

(1) Political constraints devoid of

(2) Binding rules whose ratios mus

(3) Raw materials for a constructive n
institutional history '

(4) All of the above
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‘FREEE AERE B g, =il Frarl ger vu #@ ozu gt s sl
g
(1) otiaRes 7@ a1 A Mea qorfas ey
(2) Sreysprd [ B s1gara oy Fifyes wa @ ) o s =gy
(3) QH TEATHS HAT B [RQ spemyy wer o derr sfaerd & osrgge 81 e

Yo w9 ¥ Sfua sevu

(4) SIAH TH

36. Parliament enacts a law under Entry 25 (cducation), mandating a single curriculum
across all States. A State challenges this under its right to legislate on education. Which
doctrine will the Court most likely apply ?

(1) Doctrine of occupied field

(2) Principle of cooperative federalism

(3) Harmonious construction between List III entries

(4) None of the above

dos ufafe 25 (o) & d'aq ws wrE O9RT 8, ST AHl 9= A O A
qroishH I STard 9T ¥ 1 Tep YooY fReT 9X RS9 & AU SAEhR &
ded g9 gAKN ST 3| ey a9 A e Rissia &1 @r s ?

(1) ST &9 &1 Rssia

(2) FebRl Hgde H RKsid

(3)@1119@@%@3@%

(4) SI<H A F Hg 7L

37. A retired Supreme Court judge is appointed as Governor. The appointment is
~ challenged citing political bias. The Court will likely :

(1) Examine whether the appointment violates Article 50 -

(2) Decline interference unless clear breach of constitutional provision

(3) Strike down the appointment for undermining separation of powers

(4) All of the above 1%
@@aﬁgﬁgﬁqﬁé%w@ﬂaﬁm%mﬁﬁgﬁmw%l
fFrgfe = WW%W%&@QWE&W%W
HHA: - 5

(1) Siter sem 5 @1 Fgfks oTgede 50 @1 Seoiee ®Heeh &
(2)@%%%%@?6@%#@@3@%%%@“

(3) RFAT & GerEpYoT H FHHAMT HEA %ﬁmﬁgﬁrﬁaﬁﬁm

(4) SR | e
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ads but permits political rallies. It 18

dons on public o politic
and ‘ ljudication ?

38. A law bars religions proces . i
and 25. What 1s most relevant for dt

challenged under Articles 14
(1) Whether classification is reasonable
(2) Whether religious freedom is absolute

(3) Whether public order can override Article 25
(4) All of the above

ah WA Asies qgehi 9% enfifes STeIEll
W @ orafy | B 3y arg=ma 14 afr 25 @
mmﬁﬁaq%%naaﬁaﬁéiﬁmﬁzﬁw%?
mwaﬂﬁwﬁa%aﬁ?ammﬁﬁa%

(2) =T wiifes wasar FRae )
(3)Waﬁﬁmwma@azsﬁaﬁmwm%
(4) Sue |3

and has ncxus

38. A Money Bill introduces provisions on clectoral bonds and tribunal reforms. Th.e
iple will the Court apply if

Speaker certifies it under Article 110. Which princi
challenged ?

(1) Parliamentary privilege is absolute

(2) Speaker's decision is not open to judicial review

(3) Speaker's certificate is reviewable if colourable exercise

(4) None of the above
@W%WW&EWW@WWWWWW%W
amsﬁaﬂ@a’no%mwﬁﬁm%ngﬁ?ﬁﬁqaﬁwm
fope fesia @1 @R T ? RNt

(1) dada faamieehr ISR
(Z)Haaa{asrﬁvh:qmatﬁm%%m{gwﬂﬁ%
(3)aqwazﬁrmm—qaﬂﬁmzﬁw%wﬁﬁmq@m@

(4) T97p § & HIs Tl

40. Under Article 368, an amendment abolishes the State Legislative Councils across all
States. It passes both Houses of Parliament but is not ratified by half the States. What is
its constitutional status ? ‘

(1) Void for lack of ratification under Article 368(2)
(2) Valid as abolition is not a structural change

(3) Can be cured retrospectively by ratification

(4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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STgeRT 368 H amd, uh deu @l Al H O furr qRest @ aeE
ot D) g g @ ANl Wl @ wRd O ¥ Al ey et s gaeh

ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%l%ﬂﬁ@mmﬁaﬁw%?

(1) eTg=dx 368(2) H ave argemel & o F T

(2) g, FifH I TH AAATTHS qfgds wef &
(3)3@#&#@5@@@@@{%%@%%

(@) sodrs B @ B

A tribal customary law denies women inheritance rights. A woman challenges this
citing Article 15. Which judicial standard applies ?

(1) Test of manifest arbitrariness
(2) Strict scrutiny as it affects gender equality
(3) Deference to Article 371 A protecting customary laws

(4) All of the above _
@mqumﬁﬁm%mﬁmm%l

@ma@flswm%ﬁgpsﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ%l%ﬁ—maﬁmm
SIS

(l)wwﬁwqﬁm
(Z)Wwwa?rqﬂﬁﬁaﬂﬁ'ar&ﬁﬂ&r&ﬁa

(3) ST HIAT @ V@ HIA A STgESE 371 A B[N

(4) SIRE Al

A Company challenges a Retroyspeétive Tax Law under Article 14. The challenge will

likely succeed if :

(1) The law imposes disproportionate liability without justification
(2) The retrospective element is excessive
(3) The classification appears arbitrary

(4) All of the above g : o g

oo Fq R 14 & aed g T FIET B AN & ¥ AR ww
(2) gdeTdr T ST S

(3) geffep<er AR S BT B

(4) IIAH |AT e O

v

(L PETHO;
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1 . . 1 e 1 S f'()r
nandates minimum cducational qualification .
: Which argument nas

43. The Constitution (Amendment) Act 1 mum cct
hallenged as discriminatory.

contesting local body clections. Itisc
best chance of success ?

(1) It violates cquality before |
(2) It restricts adult suffrage indircetly

aw under Article 14

(3) It crcates unrcasonable cexclusion

(4) Nonc of the abovce SreAToTR
e (cishe) e et B g T T R AT % @
ﬁmmeﬁaﬁm%nsﬁwmwa%g'm
atsawa%aa@raﬁaasﬁm%?
(1)%3@314%666%%
(2)%%&@%@%%@%%%
(3)%3@6%@@%

(4) SO T F B T

wammﬁwm%

44. A writ of quo warranto can be issued, when
(1) The holder of a public office was not validly appointed
(2) The office itself is unconstitutional
(3) There is violation of eligibility norms
~ (4) All of the above
aﬁa@zﬁﬁtmaﬁaﬁwaﬁ%,aa:
(1)waﬁaﬁmmm%ma%%amaﬁgﬁaﬁﬁﬁmwm
(2) i @ STHIED 3 -
(3) TS ATES! HT ST 2
(4) Sur<e Al

45. In the context of Constitution's Federal Structure, which of the following features is not

essential ?
(1) Supremacy of the Constitution (2) Independent judiciary

(3) Absolute division of financial powers  (4) None of the above

aﬁraﬂ%ﬁéﬁaﬁ%#ﬁﬁ,ﬁwﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ—@ﬁ@wmmaﬁ

2?7
(1) e & Fdreear (2) s AEUIRIh
P (3) fercia wiRFaT =1 gt e (4) SW<B F § Hig el
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46. A Constitutional amendment expands the immunity under Article 31 C to all Directive

47.

48.

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)

- (1) Basic structure doctrine

Principles. This is challenged. The issue relates 1o :
(2) Doctrine of harmonious construction

(3) Doctrine of prospective overruling  (4) All of the above

T deifys HMOT SIgedw 31 C & ded wRReEnm @ aW PR R
fereRa &xar B 1 ¥ FARN @ i ¥ ger Prew O defa ¥

(1) g dx=ar Resia (2) arsTEget FETor @ R

(3) et STl @ Ry (4) SUA<h G

The 44th Amendment substituted "armed rebellion" in Article 352 in place of "internal
disturbance." This indicates :

(1) Narrowing of grounds for Emergency

(2) Strengthening of federal Safeguards

(3) Response to misuse during 1975 Emergency

(4) All of the above |
447 oMo N STge®g 352 H ‘ofidites oIenif’ & WM WX ‘WA [a=RiE’ &

- yieeentag fopar | g8 S war B

(1) STITeehiet & T ST =Bl &BH BT

(2) HEE G IUET &l AT Al

(3) 1975 & SATUHIT B QT GEUART H ST

(4) W6 A

A PIL is filed for a declaration that a religious denomination's temple practice violates
dignity of women. Which principle will the Court balance ? :

(1) Essential religious practices test. ‘(2)" Right to equality and dignity |

(3) Constitutional morality ~ (4) All of the above .

@aﬁmﬁwwaﬁamﬁ%%ﬂwﬁﬂé%ﬁs@aﬁmw
ﬁﬁqmq%waﬁﬁnﬁmwwaﬂ?ﬁ%lwﬁmmﬁ

et B 7
(1) eTasas effie gerelt 1 TOEmr (2) T SN T 1 SAAHR

(3) Haenferes Afcrerar | (4) U6 Gl

P.T.O.
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49. The doctrine of legitimate expectation applics, when

(1) A public authority makes a consistent past practicc
(2) An express promise or representation is made
(3) The change violates natural justice
(4) All of the above
g omen 1 Ryaid ao @rp 8 8, ST
(1) Q& ity miEer Ub gara Red s Her
2) T wee ger a1 g B s @

(3) aREd= wWipfes =E P SewE B B

(4) SUI<H Tl

A constitutional amendment inserts Article 19(2A), limiting freedom of speech in the
interest of "digital sovereignty." Which is a valid ground for challenge 4

(1) Overbreadth and vagueness

(2) Violation of basic structure
(3) Disproportionate restriction on speech

(4) All of the above ' .
T Haare deled oTgERE 192A) @ At T B, o ‘fefrew dueEr
%%ﬁﬁaﬁaﬁﬁaﬁaﬁmﬁxﬁﬁﬁw%lﬁ?ﬁ%%{qaﬁ?—w%q

SR B 7
(1) eTfcemear SR STeqsedT
(2) 99 B H Iead
(3) I 9¥ STEIT ufes e
(4) I94h 94l el
51. Article 356 can be invoked, when';
(1) Constitutional breakdown in the State

(2) The State fails to 1mp]ement Central laws
(3) The State deviates from national interest

(4) None of the above
ST 356 o1 s ) B S W B o
(1) T § Gaeifes Teq &
(Z)W%‘ﬁa"ﬂﬁaﬁ FA ¥ for e @
G)GWW%HQWHQHT%

(4) IWF & A B T

50.
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52. 'Doctrine of cclipse' applics primarily to :
- (1) Laws inconsistent with Part 111 before 1950
(2) All post-Constitutional laws violating Article 13
(3) Parliamentary proceedings under Article 105
(4) None of the above
‘Teor 1 R’ GOT w9/ R a3 wry der ¥
(1) 1950 & 9B 9FT 11 & |rer Srire i
(2) TIVT 13 BT ITET B gy @l wRreE-gvEg
(3) /T 105 & T TN HriarE) P
(4) ST H A Hg T

53. The power of judicial review under Articles 32 and 226 :
(1) cannot be taken away by constitutional amendment
(2) extends to constitutional amendments violating basic structure
(3) is part of the basic structure

(4) All of the above
32 R 226 & e = e w5 AR -

(1) Haenf+es EMY &RT 9199 &0 «f S7 Gehall |
(2) I ST H IET HIA I FAMH HMIAT Th e 2 |
- (3) 7 or @ B ©
(4) SURIH Gl
54. Article 141 binds :

(1) All High Courts only ; 2) Al Courts and Tribunals
(3) All authorities under Union'and State ~ (4) None of the above

Ag=se 141 Fr=faRad & areg & 8 ¢
(1) Fad a4 I=g AT (2) I FERE S FMROT

(3) 99 MR T B o7l gefi wifereRReT (4) SUe H | Hls T8l
55. A law mandates compulsory d1sclosure of 'Aadhar' in all school admissions. The

Court's inquiry will turn on :
(1) Whether it violates dignity and autonomy
(2) Whether the restriction serves legitimate aim
(3) Whether it violates proportionality
(4) All of the above
TH HT A R wash e waﬁaﬁqaﬁﬁwaﬁaﬁw%l
RIRISCECIIS T it S rdl & e al | B
(1) AT Fe TREr iR W@ i SeEe BT ©
(2) =1 AfeEe J7 Igeg A gRf war @
(3) T TE SATUIIHAT I Iewie Bl © .
(4) IU<p T
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"as an adul

misrepresents nimsell as ¢
rinciple m<

56. A minor fraudulently
oid liability- What p

invokes minority to av
in this scenario ?

(1) Equitable restitution may
(2) Minor may be personally lial
(3) Minor is fully protcctcd under Section

apply il pencfits arc {raccable 110 specie

sle in tort for deceit .
11 despite fraudulent conduc

rofyg ®ar 8 7 .
(l)a%ami%rsﬁﬂr @Waﬂﬁm%ﬁrm
(Z)W%Wa‘h@%ﬁmaqﬁﬁﬁw

3) fraTgergel ST &
(4) SUA<e | g Fis ol
ith no further

nexceptional quality”, W .
of this clause

oods will pe of 5
reach, the enforceability

57. A contract states that g
buyer sues for b

specification. When the
primarily turns on :

(1) Whether the term isv
(2) Whether trade usage h
(3) Whether parties had a s

(4) All of the above
@wqﬁmw%ﬁsw‘amwm'wm,%ﬂﬁ@é@?
%mwm:%,ﬁsﬂ@i@ﬁ

oid for vagueness

elps clarify meaning
hared commercial understanding

SfrEer wEl Srm| o SRR S
e gt w9 @ g g AR AR
(1) 7 T S/ STErE B HR LA T
(Z)meaqﬁqﬁmmﬁqﬁm%’,
(3) /T UIfEdl & < @ aeies ' e o
(4) ST AT i

58. A contract is entered und ' - o
er threat of publishin s :
o . sens it et : :
unless consent is given. Is this threat coercion Ender ISt::\(’::ig u‘tltSm‘l?e petsonal nformetes
‘ nls % o :

(1) Yes, if it affects free consent

(2) No, b.ecause the threat relates to truth

(3) Yes, if the threat involves unlawful '
(4) All of the above o
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T STy dagANe QAfb deel ARG SIFEhl WepifareT e wH aHH &
aed ool Fhar siar © S 9 b aenfdy A8l € Sl | e g8 gFehl "Ry 15 &
ded SeRewll § °
(1) 31, afx o wdx asafa & g war @
(2) 981, N wEt I A Hafoa

(3) &, aR e A el qaE anfie ®

(4) STRH Tt

'A' promises to gift a property to his nephew "out of future affection,” in writing but
without registration. Specific performance is sought. The agreement is likely :

(1) Invalid due to lack of consideration under Section 25

(2) Void for non-registration as per TPA

(3) Enforceable as it is in writing and signed

(4) None of the above

Al ST AT B R § T B HROT TH HURT SUBR H I I ged &l
S faRgg &9 ¥, AfeT dofieer & e Riftre sme= @t /461 @ Sl B g8
SNSRI HE ' - o

(1) 9RT 25 & d8d o) & &Hl & HRT THH B

(2) TPA & STIAR TSROl T B B HIROT AT B

(3) Rifea ok swERa 89 & BROT AR HA AT

(4) S § q PHE G . -

A contract allows only one party to determine  what constitutes satisfactory
performance. That party uses this clause to avoid payment without explanation. The

clause is tested against :

(1) Principle of fairness and objective standard of satisfaction
(2) Doctrine against arbitrary discretion

(3) Public policy under Section 23

(4) All of the above f

U STEY Faw UF ga B g8 MEiRG HT @ orgARy dar ¥ B we
yed T B g8 gw A SRl & T 9 g9 % RW g Es
(1) Feverar @1 faesia ofik ddfte EARCESS (MACIRINED
2) 7AE fRs & few Rwda »
(3) a1 23 &% qBA WESl-eh i
(4) IRH Gl
g SRyiiex
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11 the Court consider ?

A contract contains a clausc waiving the right to app

India in perpetuity. This clause is challenged. Which wi

61.
a void restraint under Section 28

(1) Whether the clause amounts to
(2) Whether partics had cqual bargaining powcr
(3) Whether alternative dispute resolution is available
(4) None of the above

N Fpelt off =rETerE T R LT i

T ey H U Es ar § S WRd
om 2 s A sden @ R el far B0 oz@ @S B oA & TR

e e ax f{Er e
(1) F7 @ oRT 28 B ded g HiEE B aREE ®
() @ gE B g qH ARt @ ke o
(3) FaT YR fEE THEN SUTE §
(4) S F q FIg ABI
62. A.contract is made to sell a car owned by a third party without their knowledge. The
third party later ratifies the sale. What governs the contract's enforceability ?

(1) Validity is retroactively established through ratification
(2) Original contract was void until ratification
(3) Ratification by an undisclosed principal is impermissibie |

(4) All of the above
T ST MR T & Wiife aret X & S SRl B A =m0 3 R

sl ;W%;&Tmﬁﬁrﬁaﬁg&m%laﬁaqaﬁqaﬁwﬁ
(1) Feam gite & Aremm § gl &9 § w@ie & sy D

(2) 7 gy gite qh =T or : ' :

(3) T s Hifas aRT gie erefert »

(4) IU<H A :

63. A contract states: "Deliv ) o
: ery to be made if b i o
When sued for bres ' : uyer desires, based on ion."
depends on : reach, the buyer claims the contract was nonbingilzrgke}g ﬂfu Ctuatéoln.
: ! L . Enforceability

(1) Whether buyer's discretion was absolute and illuso
52) Whether mutuality of obligation exists i
3) Whether courts can imr
ply good faith i afGal
(4) All of the above L T
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O FIEY F el T D “gdiaie @ gesl 8 X, g # Sa-Ee™ &
;ﬂﬂ;ﬁ?ﬂ?%&ﬁaﬁaﬁ"mﬂ aifew 17 ST SeeiEs @ g HEpenT S AT S
; %@ﬁ‘fﬂ?maram% 5 argeier AR-areeh orr | ST 59 9¥ MY
(1) =1 ot 1 RAwyel o wres o

(2) T AT FH aREREAr A

(3) T T waslA § weeiEAr @ e HX b ©

(4) I T

A.party i.ncludes a clause that allows unilaterél amendment of contract terms "without
prior notice." The enforceability of such a clause depends on :

(1) Whether it defeats consensus ad idem

(2) Whether it violates the principle of unconscionability

(3) Whether implied duty of fairness limits enforcement

(4) All of the above

wp wE F U e onfe  oon orged @ el 7 9l
HeferT @ STgART 34T B 1 gW a¥e B e B S
(1) =7 I8 TSR S URIRTT HIEAT © :
(2)wa€aﬁéﬁfﬁﬁaa€rmm% :
(3)Wﬁmmasrﬁr%ﬁaﬁwWa%@ﬁﬁm%

(4) SUH AT

T & AT O
o q¥ ey & B o

B' % 1 lakh "if India wins the World Cup and it rains in Delhi on the

'A' agrees to pay
but the event doesn't happen. This contract is:

same day." 'B' performs his end
(1) Valid as a contingent contract under Section 32

(2) Void due to impossibility of event combination

(3) Voidable due to uncertain triggéging cbndition' ,

(4) None of the above - : i e
'A', 'B' @ 1 Wmﬁ%m,wm%“aﬁwﬁﬁmsﬁw%
Sfv o T faeel F anfier Bk & 17 ‘B! 10N SE LT T, & Qe "
T ad B ge SAgET B _;

(1) &RT 32 & oed TS STgH % @9 FH a9
(2) TeT HATT FH AT F BRI LH

(3) etfafeea oo Refyr & SHITIT LB
(4) SU=H H F HIg el

I P.T.O.
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66.

67.

68.
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An em yloyment nent
: {crmination,

for two years post- ne
(1) Section 27 on post-cmploymcnt res

(2) Reasonableness standard as pcr Ind
3) Enforceability under public interest B
(4) All of the above . A AF e PN B

ﬁwa@mmﬁaﬁaﬁmﬁaﬁf ,W%% SIN 5

wmﬁam%lwmmqﬁm

gferee} ux oRT 27

& orga asbeedl AP
3 qed Saa=EacT

(4) ST<H FH
A minor engages a private tutor and receives services for competitive exam
he outcome depends on :

preparation. Later, the tutor sues for fees. T
saries" under Section 68

(1) Whether the tutoring qualifies as "neces
(2) Whether contract is void but restitution still possible

(3) Whether the guardian ratifies the contract post-majority

(4) All of the above -
T T R ufeEarh odem @ S B

T JaTE W BT T S1E F, eI B B [T FHEAT HIAT T 1 IRCMH 9

X Y &ear B
(1) T eI 9RT 68 B dqed ‘SAETD’ B ©I H g B

(2) ==T [ i
(3;wa§§asga%%ﬁﬁqﬁg§fanﬁaﬂaﬂa%
SAMTHIGH TgAT & 918 STgaY @ YR Har B
(4) STp 9t
A contract is terminated -
through
d . _through mutual consent.
( 1u)re\s)‘s/}iit the time of termination. The validity ofe ?}fat(():lr;e' Py, aaics Allegcs, economic
ether consent was free under Section 14 it

o
I H
(1) AR B a8 D
(2) AR IS HLT

~ (2) Whether duress vitiates mutual discharge

(3) Whether i
post-discharge rj .
(4) All of the aboye g rll%hts can revive

2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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69- (/j\o;'rll(lin?y lcl(())ll](liltirl ll(l:l(]‘lblld :1 xznistakcn belief regarding a repealed Indian Tax Law.
8; zzlllddj,:(;:]ls:ikc of law in force in India is not excusable
ler Section 20 due to bilateral mistake of essential fact
(3) Voidable because mistake was induced by silence
(4) Nonc of the above
Al @T'B'wﬁmmﬁuaﬂw%aﬁﬁwﬁm%meﬂdﬂ
BIA T | AT S @ 39 HHR AN GhT B
(1) Jg, =G WA § @y T @ T emr A e S
(2) STEYT® e A fagefg ot B RO MRT 20 @ qEd LA
(3) TEHRENT HifH el A ERT ARG o
(4) W6 H q Hig &

The

70. A clause in a contract states : "The agreement shall not be adjudged by fairness,
reason, or custom.” When a dispute arises, the Court will :
(1) apply Indian public policy and equitable principles.
(2) respect the parties' intention to exclude equity.
(3) interpret the clause as a disclaimer, not binding on Courts.

(4) All of the above
aﬁaaﬁw@gﬁmw%:“mﬁ%aﬁﬁww,wmqm%aﬂm

Wﬂé‘raﬁwml”waﬁéﬁaﬁwzﬂw%aw:
(l)ﬂn?ﬁamémﬁmﬁ%eﬁrmm@ﬁ%@ﬁfaﬁmml
(z)mﬁwm%qﬁ%m&wwmu <
(3)@?ﬁmaﬁw%wﬁm,ﬁmﬁwmﬂﬁ%l
(4) IURA<p A |

tains an ex-parte divorce in California on the ground of

" The wife, still resident in Delhi, resists its recognition when
le for an Indian court while deciding

71. A Hindu husband ob
"irretrievable breakdown.
he remarries in India. Which inquiry is indispensab

enforceability under Section 13 CPCHE. L
(1) Whether the foreign court had jurisdiction on the domicile/lex domicilii principle

(2) Whether "irretrievable breakdown' is a ground recognised by the Hindu Marriage

Act, 1955 : , it
(3) Whether the proceedings complied with principles of natural justice (e.g., proper

service and bona-fide opportunity)
(4) All of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A) P.T.O.
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A

ayiene U¥ TERUETT TR AT

e A geifdare BT 9T ERE

an{n'ﬁz{ fages’ @&
HLd dHT

Th f%c\ afyy dfefar 3 ! T
FHIaT T Q('ﬁ S arefl af) | ‘xk\ 1 WAl B,
qI=IAr aﬂ‘ Ay He ¥ gy 13 LIRSl 'fv "lmf s{arfvﬂv‘ﬂ a4
Ry e B ey aer-fl sirE arafiert & 7

a7 aferepTe & A

(1) w7 s =rae & g I1teErd /R aYfuferedt fmard
1955 77T HETET AT S ©

(2) =T ‘eryeiiy RAges’ fig e arffyr,
(G) T HRAE Wk @ Resl (G, stEa et A GF v

STTER) HT TS B B

(4) S9H 9l
Under Muslim law, a wife petitions for whula' after the husband's refusal, and the
Qazi/court grants dissolution. The decision's validity chiefly hinges on :

e in lieu of

(1) Existence of a bona-fide khula offer by the wife and judicial acceptanc

| the husband's consent
(2) Mandatory return of the entire dower (iwaz) itrespective of circumstances
Dissolution of Muslim

(3) Proof of cruelty as an additional statutory ground under the

Marriages Act, 1939

(4) None of the above
SR A B asd, Ui B FAHR B SIG Iol Gorr’ & [ ATHl ST
FH T, aﬁ?cbml/dﬁmqﬁraﬁﬁqﬁgﬁﬁ%lﬁrﬂﬁaﬁrawg@wﬁ

59 X ¥R #al © ¢
(1) Oi ERT T arsdiaeh tgcfll TEIE T SR aﬁT ofyr @ deAfa % S F

(2)qﬁﬁer%m%wﬁﬁa(3am)a%aﬁaﬁm
(3) g faare fageq eifafEm, 1939 & ded T SIRR<h A== STYR 3

=Y H HIAl B TG
(4) IIF H F I3 Tl

A couple cohabits for 25 "year"s,' performs no formal ceremony, but is treated socially a
married. Upon separation, the woman seeks mamtenance under Section 125 CrPC

Admissibility will most critically depend on ;-
(1) Registration under the Special Marriage Act, 1954
(2) Existence of a communlty custom recognising such unions as valijd marriage

(3) The statutory presumption of marrxage arising from
rol
Evidence Act Section 114 and Supreme Court precedé)nts Onged COhabltatmn unde

(4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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{:rTq‘lﬁTEan; Fﬁ‘s’j écsr gﬁ%;‘?gﬁiﬂjm I ‘?&g CAESIE RS e wEl T B, b
F qET TO-qer o }:VLW 611311 1; | aj?m a‘ﬂ uy, Afewr & _125 Hrarrdrd
S BN el R it gad deeyel B # g 9T
E}?; Zcrgﬁwfé %31;» afrﬁ;ﬁuﬁ’ 1954 & qaa dsiierior
N 1 A Rare B wg e A3 arel qrga e ger oA
(3)$§;mﬁ‘m a;‘; SRT 114 ol wdfed =nerd @ Saeeel & asd @9

eI A I fagre o Qenfoes arom

(%Wﬁﬁaﬁéq—g

A Hi.ndu wife ﬁles.a petition for divorce on the ground that the husband is already

marrlec.i _under Muslim rites after converting the previous week. The maintainability of

her petition under Section 13(1)(i) HMA is tested against :

(1) DOCt.I'lliIE? of conversion dissolving previous marriage automatically

(2) Prohibition of bigamy under Section 17 HMA read with IPC Section 494,
irrespective of new religion

(3) Requirement that the second marriage be void under Section 5 HMA even after
husband's conversion '

(4) All of the above

wF fBg 9N =9 oNUR W qen $ g e qE} w3 @ B ok faew

qae = giREd A %aﬁqﬁaagﬁaﬂﬂﬁr—ﬁmﬁ%aﬁﬁm%?r%l

am13(1)(i)HMA%asﬂwzﬁaﬁwa%ﬁaﬁTaﬂqﬁwﬁw%aﬂmqt

fepam e B .,

(1)aﬁqﬁaﬁqw%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁsﬁaﬁmzawaﬂ%ﬁ%

~(2)€IT{T17HMA%H€HGT@@W494%WWW%&H,E@W

o His A Bl
(3)m5HMA%asﬁqﬁr%aﬁqﬁaﬁ:r%maﬂ§aﬂsnﬁﬁm
ST BHIA hHl STEALIHRAT |
(4) IYA<H AAT
A Parsi spouse seeks divorce before a Matrimonial Court relying solely on the ground
of "loss of conjugal society for 18 months" without proof of desertion or cruelty. Under
the Parsi Marriage and Divorce Act, 1936, the petition is :
(1) maintainable because‘ the Act allows discretion to grant divorce for non-resumption
of cohabitation. : ; !
(2) premature because minimum period is two years under Section 32(g).
(3) barred unless parties first obtain a decree for judicial separation. e

(4) None of the above

P.T.O.:
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76. A Christian couple married in Goa (Portugucse Civil Code) now lives in Mumbai. The
husband seeks divorce in Mumbai Family Court under the Indian Divorce Act, 1869.
Jurisdiction will primarily hinge on :
(1) Place of solemnisation of marriage
(2) Present domicile of the parties under the 1869 Act's Amended Section 2

(3) Lex loci celebrations cannot oust Family Court jurisdiction if parties are now
domiciled and residant in Mumbai

(4) All of the above .

e (gt AriRes dfean) # Remfea o dai et o guE A weer T 9
ARG qerss SfatTEE, 1869 # ded guE Bl e W dweh FRdr ¥
STTPR & g w9 & 39 1 el o

(1) faarE & A=A o =&

(2) 1869 ATafTIR =il HART ORT 2 & Ted qaff BT A A T

(3) == 97 19 Hag F e o § ok a8 wa §, @ 9 B I &
(4) S97<F AT

77. The Special Marriage Act, 1954 requires a 30-day public notice before solemnisation.

A couple challenges its constitutionality citing privacy after the Puttaswamy decision.
The strongest argument against the notice requirement is that it

(1) violates the fundamental right to decisional privacy and ‘autonomy in marriage
choices. ; :

(2) is only a reasonable procedure ensuring bbjections from kin,

(3) falls under "procedure established. by law"
~ challenge. L

(4) None of the above
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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faw e aifyi : ' ‘
arasiie ﬂ‘iq\-*nﬁi..??m' 1954 & qea faae B oot O gsa 30 B o
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(3) T BT w0 wenfua gRear @ ofenfear ot ¥ afr gafer A AR
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©

A Muslim husband utters talag-e-bain three times in one sitting after the 2019 Muslim
Women (Protection of Rights on Marriage) Act. He later seeks declaration that the
marriage is dissolved. The Court's correct response is :

(1) declare the marriage void-ab initio as triple talag was instantaneous

(2) recognise talaqg as revocable until iddat period ends

(3) hold the pronouncement a nullity attracting penal consequences under the 2019 Act
(4) All of the above

70193&%{?%(@3@@@%‘&%%@3@%@%@3@3@?
o T AR § 9 AN gore-g-arET wedl 81 9 ¥ g8 Si9en S ¥
fare <97 8 T B | Wy $ gel 99X §

(1) foare = = AiSa &Y il A Foreh aohlal Al

(2) FoTE F sET SAAf AHIE B ah e & g "

(3) ST H ST ssAd X 2019 SIAFREM & ded S 9RUIH ST
(4) S9<h Tl

A Hindu husband seeks annulment on ground of wife's concealed pregnancy by another
person. DNA tests prove the Chlld is his. . The Court may st111 refuse restitution on

which principle ? BAL Y .
(1) Misrepresentation rcg,ardmg past chastity under Section 12(1)(d) HMA

(2) The petltloner S condona’uon and lapse of llmltatlon (one-year bar)
(4) None of the above
P.T.O.
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80. A foreign divorce decree obtained in Dubai is stamped "final," but the underlying
proceedings were cx-parte without personal service. The decree is presented for
execution in India. Under Section 13 CPC it will fail primarily, because :

(1) Dubai Court lacked territorial jurisdiction over the respondent who never submitted
toit

(2) Decree is founded on a ground (male unilateral talaq) contrary to Indian public
policy

(3) Proceedings violated natural justice for want of notice and opportunity to contest

(4) All of the above o

=¥ ¥ ura o RRel o @ E ux ‘e gt wg STl ¥, Sih

Siatifea HEaE aReg a1 $ BT gemaxer ot | sl @ ARa # FeET §

R sega fpem oam 21 axy 13 & & & B s g8 gET ©9 8 aEd @

_ S s

(1) g9 F STEwa $ 99 uREEr o) &= AR 8 T8t o B B 39
SIS IR |

(2) feat wcig arsite i ® o oh R (Y6Y ThHAXH! d9Th) W
ST B

(3) AT T UTBRIE =T Bl IewE [HAT

(4) I AT '

81. Under Hindu Law, the marriage of a woman aged 17 and a man aged 21 is solemnised
with full rites and parental consent..On attaining majority, the woman seeks nullity.
The petition's fate rests on :

(1) Option of puberty doctrine is absent under HMA; marriage is voidable only under
Section 12 at bride's option before 18.

(2) Consent plus customary rites confer full validity; no annulment is possible
(3) Child Marriage Restraint Act makes marria 1o
voidable. P
"~ (4) None of the above

ge only Punishable, not void or

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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asd sﬁwﬁq@]’?m Rexiaq @1 [epeq argufer 8; f@arme Feer uXT 12 H

2, 18 ay
2) FEHRY ’ A usdl geed @ qT |
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3) I fTEE A
RECEI DS e ’
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(4) ST F | g =&
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82 i 1r ee ﬁi)sbetamsha d.ecr.ee for restitution of conjugal rights. After two years the husband
s s cohabitation but pays continuous maintenance. She now files for divorce.
ich statutory route is proper ?
(;) Sethon 13(1A)(ii) HMA - non-resumption after RCR decree for one year
(2) Section 13B mutual consent is mandatory before converting RCR to divorce

(3) Section 27 Special Marriage Act by analogy
(4) All of the above

weh Ol Jaris SRR @ el $ fig T s TRy shIcl ¥ A Hie A
ﬁﬁﬂm%mw%,a%ﬁﬁ?wwwm%lag
mm%@mmﬁ%u#—wammaﬁﬁ%?
(1) =T 13(1A)(ii) HMA — RCR feshl & @ T ¥ T g SRS A BT
(2) &1 13BRCR®W§W%Q€%@WWW%
(3) ar 27 fad fare sfafEs g s o
(4) ST<H G 4
83. In a customary tribal marriage, the bride price is paid by the groom. Later, the wife
seeks dissolution under the customary law requiring refund of bride price. Court

intervention turns on :

(1) Article 13(1) invalidates customs contrary to equality and dignity
(2) Section 29(2) HMA preserves customs unless expressly inconsistent
(3) The custom must be ancient, certain, and reasonable to be valid

(4) None of the above Eed e
Teh T Gﬂmmﬁ,‘ﬁﬂ.ﬁ%ﬁm.gﬁé ST 2 9= H,

(1)@13(1)%@?%%%%—%@@@@%%
(2)?JRT29(2)HMAﬁ%—maﬁﬁaaﬁmm%mm%am

w@ram?rﬁqé’r
(3)Wa%%u€rﬁ%i%rqqﬁﬂ=r,ﬁfsﬁﬁaiﬁaﬁﬁéﬁmm%§

(4)3qﬁ?ﬁﬁ@€ﬁ’§ﬂ€f

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A) i PTO.
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84. After mutual-consent divorce petition is filed, onc party
~ two days before the second-motion date, alleging coercion.

(1) Grant divorce if withdrawal is mala fide and parties |
months

(2) Dismiss the petition because consent must subsist till decree .

(3) Convert petition into one under Section 13(1) on ground of cruelty (coercion)

(4) All of the above

SR weARy @ qee AREE X A @ AT, U U g SEE S ae
¥ D RY Teq uHaH TEART agd o qer g, RrEH STERER @ org AT

ST 8 | S & = iey .
(l)aﬁawﬁ@m@%aﬁ?qmlsq@ﬁ%amw%ww

® ¥, O q@s 247 =@y
(2)mﬁwaﬁaﬁawﬁm%qaﬁﬁs%zﬁwaw%a=ﬁw=ﬁm%q
(3)W(mﬁwﬁ)%aﬂmwm13m%aﬁmﬁqﬁaﬁﬁmﬁ
Bl

(4) SIRIs g9+

85. Under Parsi Law, the "Chief Matrimonial Court" grants a divorce decree. One spouse
appeals to High Court Matrimonial Division seeking alimony pendente lite during
appeal. High Court's power to grant such maintenance is derived from:

(1) Inherent jurisdiction preserved by Section 55 Parsi Act read with CPC Section 151
(2) Section 36 of Parsi Marriage & Divorce Act, 1936 expressly extending to appellate
stage '
(3) Doctrine of pendent lite jurisdiction analogous to HMA Section 24
(4) None of the above :
qRE! DA B e, ‘e AqMed A qes B R T ¥ w ofy @
T oI F AR O W A P Rie Sen e Yaifee gwe @

a@am%lwmww—ﬁw%ﬁaﬁaﬁrwaﬁmﬁﬁﬁwﬁ@a
T U el © :

(1) CPC &1 151 & ¥iY IxEN iRy TR efanitd
SRR &= ' R

(4) SW<H & q HE A&
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ratch each Constituti .

l\L.ist-u) that the C01§lr11l lco\l']sscs?lm:.mnc (List-I) with the Supremec Court Judgment
) Sly 1 5 a4 M s sexs ;= . Y

List-1 - Doctrine y invoked while examining a BNS provision

a. Void-for- Vagueness

b. Right against Self-Incrimination

c. Proportionality in Sentencing

d. Gender-Neutral Equality

List-II - Judgment

@ Centr)e o bublic Interest Litigation v. UOI (2025) - challenge to Section 112 (ot
gang :

(i) Pe ople's Union for Privacy v. UOI (2025) - challenge to Section 106(2) (duty to report
accidents)

(iii) Jaideep Prince v. UOI (2024) - challenge to Section 104 (life-convict commits murder

(iv) Krishna Kumar v. UOI (2025) - challenge to marital-12p¢ Exception under Section 63

Choose the correct matching code : '

(1) a-i, b-ii, c-iii, d-iv (2) a-i, b-i, c-iv, d-i11

- (3) a-ii, b-i, c-iil, d-1v (4) None of the above

Wﬁaﬁ%mﬁ(@—l)wmﬁﬂﬁﬁwmﬂq%m(@—ﬂ)@
ﬁWWﬁBNSmmﬁaﬁamﬁwwwﬁmmm:
g=-1 - =i

a. S-S T STETT

b.aﬂﬂ—ﬁﬂ%ﬁ&?&aﬁéﬁ

i e SURERL

4. feiT—desy FHmdr

g=n-11 - et o
(q) FHex B o gexee free g geheTs  (2023) - aqrr 112 (

ferren) @l A

(i) rﬂg—m) gferad Y grgadl S gafreTE (2025) - &0 106(2) T g
(garesreil H e B BT FAH)

(iif) s B =T

g zlai’r\ém% (2025) - ST 63 & aed aaﬂ%ra% SRR

o hlii. c-iil, d-1v e (2) a-i, b-ii, c-iv, d-iii
(l)al,bu,cu . = (4) _ﬁﬁaﬁg:{ﬁ |

(3) a-ii, b-i, c-iil; d-iv
. P.T.O.
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B7. Asstrtion (A) : In Mithu v. State of Punjab (I()‘83)-thc S“?l?;mf\;qc?}l::uggu::(mqlown
mandatory death in 1PC Section 303: hence Section 104 O, larly'
worded. ic ‘onstitutional. : 1 judicie i i
Ro:\s:w:‘; :;{‘)m: ;:]l]i:tl:::"I:Ll':'iﬂﬂmt any sentencing provision eliminating judicial dlscretlon
™ capital cases violates Articles 14 and 21,
Correct answer is -
(1) Both A and R are true and R correctly explains A.
(2) Both A and R arc true, but R does not explain A.
(3) A s true, but R is false
(4) None of the above
T (A) ;g mwm v e (1983) # wdie e IPC o
i‘ew‘mﬁgaﬁﬁmwﬁm gARTY &1 104 BNS, zZr=fy e 915 §
T, TEIAYRSg B TS
m(‘R):%%W%W%WﬁWﬁaﬂmaﬁ'{ﬁ
mﬁwaﬁé%ﬁwmmaﬂ@? 14 SN 21 1 St e ¥
T8 SR T :
() A SRR O w7 ¥ oiX R @81 &7 @ A & axrey seer B |
(2)AeﬁTRa‘Fﬁw%,@rﬁﬁR,Aa’v’fW@T“ﬁW%'
) A ¥ B, a9 R T |
(4) SIRF F q B T8

Multiple-Statements (Select only the correct ones) :

In Lokhit Foundation v. UOI (2025), while reading Section 248 BNS (false rape
accusation) the Court laid down :

(i) The offence is non-cognisable and requires a cotrt complaint..

(ii) The complainant's identity must remain confidential even when charge is proveg
false.

88.

(iii) The prosecution must establish mens rea of malicious intent beyond reasonable

doubt.
Choose the right option : !
(1) Only (i) and (iii) are correct (2) Only (ii) is correct
(3) (i), (ii) and (iii) are all correct (4) None of the above

TE-HT (A TE B T W) | o
IHET DI w gelemd (2025) ¥, emy 24 BNS (2 sirep 3
ATI) &1 9T B ara ¥ SR Ry .

(i) eTaTer %—@u%ﬁtmmwﬁmﬁmsw%l

(ii)amqamﬁaa%"mﬁmmma%wmﬁq’ma@m

(iii)aﬁzﬂmwaﬁmﬁ%@%@gwiﬁﬁ "

&7 faeheT g+ - : g& ST =Ry |
(1) Fa@ (i) o= (iii) @&r & (2) BT i) Wy .
(3) (@, (i) T (iii) & wdr & (g SIE F q DS sy
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Tarun, already serving life impri

9 % prisonment, st ,

67 gingh v- State of Punjab (1980) and J a1dr:eé;t§2i1§e\2/§(§gir) thdeath. Relying on Bachan

- mpose death ] . , the Trial Court ;

(1§ corrl)duct . Sentr;irilr?;f;:}" under Se(.:tlon }04 BNS because the Se:t?onr;l: iitirects.
ring and weigh mitigating factors despite Section 104's text.

) declare Section 104 unco ituti in limi
) Al of the above nstitutional in limine and revert to Section 302 framework.

mf’ﬁqiﬁggﬁﬁmgmﬁwmm%,@aﬁﬁaw
A SN A 9 T i
(2024) T T . LI EEICH (1980) 2T sFgaa ©d
(1)W104BNS%H€H3¢%€W‘W@{ : o ol

g0. Assertion (A) : After K S. Puttaswamy v. UOI (2017) the 30-day public-notice rule in
the Special Marriage Act was read down; therefore Section 112 BNS (anti-gang) must

also be invalidated for infringing privacy.

Reason (R) : The Supreme Court in Centre for Public Interest Litigation (2025) said
that vague surveillance-style policing provisions inevitably violate informational

privacy.

Correct answer is :

(1) Both A and R are truc and R explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) Alis false, but R is truc.

(4) None of the above : .

(A) : BT gerear it S TS (2017) & = Ry faarE
aﬁﬁﬂqﬁw—ﬁaﬁagﬁaﬁiﬁ—ﬁrﬁﬂﬁwﬁqawmmzﬁﬁw
WW%%WWMZBNS (ﬁ@g-ﬁrﬁ@)ﬁsﬁmﬁﬁmm

=T | 5 - : i3 '
ﬁﬂwmgﬁgﬁﬁﬁsﬂamﬂﬁgﬁqﬁé%wﬁﬁ
M@W-mmmmﬁm»ﬁqmm

(4)@@?6%1‘@@%:@
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91.

g2.

~ Dictum (SC case)

A

BNX

Section 1
nt on 6
« ) ! ‘udgmc
Multiple-Statements (True / Ialse) ')-'v'lCY (2025) ! enalt
Considering People's Union for 'l” ' s only @ moﬂc“gg(g) on]y.
(motorist's duty to report), cevaluatc ! aijure {ltlrilctﬁ" {es AI’UCIC y wh(}n th
() The duty (o report is binding, hlll.]lglidcnl implica Q
(i) Compelled sclf=reporting f” m.‘, {)ilil)" uard that stalements made Can
driver faces potential criminal lia cad in &
(iii) The Court upheld Scction 106 but et

be used to prove guilt. .y are true; (i) is false
Choose the right option : 2) (if) and (iil) A 2
(1 () is truc: (i1) and (iii) arc falsc (4) None of the a
(3) (), (ii), (iii) are all truc ' a1 106
&P (W7 / o7wr) &aa O ﬁ’rﬁl‘fﬁ g BNy

NI g Wi el (2025) B R .
(%WWWWWW)Wé%ﬁIWWW ili?ﬂia‘g?&
() R &3 a1 apdfeg sremm@l 8
SBT3t B .Wma@gzoo)aﬁrﬁﬁgﬂﬁﬁ%g
i ' _ | |
R Cba i AT
(i) =& ¥ gR7T 106 #Hr IR G, %mﬁmm%
ﬁ’? %q W mwwmﬂ ﬂ”aa ?hﬁ )

2

Wﬁ . : eee - .
(1) () a= ?(ii) a7 (i) et T (2) (i) MR (i) ¥ 2, (i) era"w

3) (), (i), (i) @ v § (4) STH F q B3 TS

Match-the-F ollowing :

Link each BNS offence with the s
Offence (BNS section) :
a. Section 299 - outraging religious feelings
b. Section 63 - marital rape exception

¢. Section 112 - organised crime

d. Section 14 - mistake of fact

pecific Supreme Court Dictum that clarified its Scope:|

(i) "Satire, absent intent fo insult, is protected" (Ajmer Peace Forum'v. UOI, 2024)

(ii) ”Excep'tl.on Is prima facie discriminatory; review pending” (Krishna Kumar. 2025)

(iii) "Definition must satisfy precision tegt" (Centre for 1T, 2025y ,

(iv) "Good-faith olicing dema d iecti : > ~
)Sadanandan, ?{3024) g n ‘s objective reasonablenessv‘ (State of Kerala ¥

Choose the correct matching code - A

(1) a-(i) , b-(ii), c~(iii), d-(iy) 2) ad; Gl DT

(3) a-(iv), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(i) §4§ ;(l) > b-(ii), C-(ii), d-(iv)

ne of the abgye '

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)

e e



39

w BEE W

ey b T

A
BNS STURTE &l _

;mmfﬁm%:

o (SC B) el
@) ‘m,ammmﬁ%maaz%ﬁ,mm%’ (mﬁtsmﬁrqaa:m
afaTE, 2024)
(=T BTG 2025)

2025)
(iv) “FEHE T qegferes e % AT
e, 2024)
gel B HS : :
(ii), c-(iii); d-(iv) ) a-()> b-(iii), c-(i); d-(iv)
F g e e

(1) a-() . b-

(3) a-(iv) b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(1) 4)

93. Relying on Joseph Shine V. Uol (2018) (decr
challenges Section 79 BNS (re-criminalised adulterou

is endangered). The Court is most likely to :
(1) strike it down for violating dignity and autonomy
t bodily harm.

2) uphold it as narrowly tailored to protec
(3) send ittoa Constitution Bench for auth

4) All of the above ;
STa®E e S TR (2018) X aqaar A gC (

iminalising adultery) 2

g?ﬁm)@qmmﬁm’79BNS _
: °qﬁrmqﬁﬁmsﬁaﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁ'€r)$rﬁ?ﬁa%lmmm
aa%aﬁé%a«mam%ﬁs: -
(1)msmﬁmmmmmwwm%ﬁms@
& < f&ar el
(2)@3WWaM%W.Ww%WWW%Wﬁ
e <@r S|
(%ﬁWW%WW’_ i @ AST S|
(4) JURITH g1 » 31y Lol

i ¢ nivaigd wit-POTLO.
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. UOI (2025) held that CYbey
. ctim" even in meme cultum‘

rement into Section 327 o

40
a I'HIVCC“

\ i Shaist Y e Al
94. Assertion (A) : The Supreme ( (‘f‘” imn ,(’()t‘"i(l(*"l'("‘}"‘“ Vi
defamation (Section 322 BNS) requires 'm.‘:, \ble vi
TP 1 .
Reason (R) : The Court read the identi
safeguard satire under Article 19(1 @)

ctim" requl

Correct answer is ¢ o A
(1) Both A and R are true and R explains \ -' il As
(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not exple

(3) A is false, but R is true. Y |
(4) None of the above 2025) Ea 1 garsd IRINE] Ll :
SYHET (A) : eng GRdE F9H Q\Gﬁ@"éq( : 3 oft ‘omET AA Wiy |
Rr weex el (e 322 BNS) & a0 F

H THT 3 eygegeHar el 8 | : ; geen & 1 9T 32 |
FRT (R) : =g 3 orgena 19(1)(a) & T FHE i

T ‘gegr Qg G 9 orEygwar B 9eT|

95. Multiple-Statements (Correct / Incorrect) : *
P ( ¢j Singh Johar v. UOI

Under National Legal Services Authority v. UOI (2014) & Navt
(2018) principles, the Court while reading Section 65 BNS (sexual offences) observed :

(i) The gender of the victim is immaterial for "penetrative sexual assault."

(ii) Consent obtained by exploiting gender dysphoria is vitiated. P
(iii) Sentence enhancement for assault on transgender persons is constitutionally |

mandated.

Choose correct option : :
( 1) in)f ..(i) and (ii) correct (2) Only (iii) correct
(3) (i), (ii), (iii) all correct (4) None of the above

51 [EfEe e gieter a9 gaiens (2014) ok TEdst Rz Sev oW
g@ﬂg (2018) Fersiidt & aod, =@ ¥ ORT 65 BNS (A ITUY) UoT WHE
(i) ‘T I eqa’ & forg g @ R TEEET |
(ii)ﬁn%vﬁﬁmwwwmwwﬁrw%i%'

(iii) ZiesiesT afkpgl uv eqdy ' ; ' '

o - %mWﬁﬁﬁmﬁtﬁW%W%l
() PO AT E oy

@) @), (), (i) @ wdr § 8; ?qu-‘gu%? .
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6. Match-the-Following (Sentencing Factors) :

41

Match each mitigating factor (List-1) emphasized in Jaideep Prince (2024) with the

relevant statutory section (List-IT) where the factor becomes decisive:

List-1 - Factor
a. Extreme provocation

b. Prisoner's age & rchabilitation

c. Proven mental disorder

d. Absence of premeditation

~ List-II - BNS Section

(i) Section 101 (culpable homicide not murder)

(i1) Section 104 (life-convict murder)

(iii) Section 14 (general exception)
(iv) Section 99 (attempt to murder)
Choose the correct code : , : .
(1) a-(i) , b-(ii), c-(iid), d-(iv) (2) a-(iid), b-(ii), c-(1), d-(iv)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) None of the above
erfeRag & Hae B (B HIH) -

ST BRT (2024) § S RE Y S@H A (g;aﬁ—l)asrmﬁﬁr%%mﬁ%

ieES @—II)%WW%%WWW@W%
-1 -

a. amfé?ﬁmﬁ

b. &L W IH AR gAAH
- c. o= AEtaess &

gafRiaT 1 AAT

g=-11 - BNS &1

(i) =T 101 (FEreget &, ma-aﬁ)
(i) &T=T 104 (STrSa=—are &)
(iii) =T 14 (AT IR

(iv) aRT 99 (BT =T 1)

AT -
(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c- -(iii), d- (1V) (2) a-(iii), b-(.ii), c-(i), d-(iv)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) SURG H A B =1€f ‘
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097) puidelines, Section 355 BNg addreg. !
)97) & gn()l’Cd rcpcatcd com la; R

42

97. £ g >
\fler 1shaka v State of Rajasthan (1

L4 «1. e () i n =4 \::\'
Workplace SeXual harassment. An cmployer \lv,h]icatcs the POSH Act, 20]31? iy
Sl“‘q‘\‘\llod. Defence argues that Section 355 dup Ih{‘
SUPTeme Cougy is likely 1o hold that :

(1) BNg and POS Act can coexist: lex specialis applics Ofl]]3,()12Iﬁrion‘jl?i:;ailsaspc%'

() Criming] Prosecution under Section 355 is barred where mittee finds gfﬁ?d‘ng

(3) Employer can be prosccuted only after POSH Internal Com :

4) Al of the above _ ST 355 BNS o
e T R o (1997) Ran-RrE A Ry Ry

T Snfieny B ANRT Hear ¥ aR-a &m% B5 ey 3?%

%mem%mqﬂiﬂﬁ S Ry POy

3%’7,2013E¥%W§IWW%WW ‘

() BNS sfiv pogyy SR o @Y @ k] ¥, A Wi RE

€ SRSy BT B
2 gj PoquZg?a a—%;gaﬁ 8T 355 % ded AN Hepew REIE N
g | |

(3)ﬁamwasﬁgmmamwm%aammam R oy
g | ' .
(4) Sud=s o=y

98. Assertion (A) : Youth Bar Association v. UQI (2025) directed all investigating officers
10 supply Section 173 BNSS e-charge sheets to victims by default.

Reason (R) : The right to fair tria] under Article 21 extends to victims as well as the
accused.

Correct answer is : -
(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.
(3) Ais false, but R is true.
(4) None of the above ]

BT (A) : 7 ¢ TR g TNSE (2025) F gafy Site STt
B diedt 1 fogtes S F 9RT 173 BNSS R-AmiE 3 s A

HRIT (R) : eﬂ@?ﬁ?{%m % TET Fregey GTaE w5y SHBR RS & wre-am

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A)
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A
9

9. Multiplc‘—Slalcmcms (Pick the incorrect oncs) :

with reference to Public Health Foundation v. UOT (2025) examining environmental

offences (Section 265 BNS) ¢

(i) The Court read mens rea into §265 cven though the text imposes strict liability.

(i) It ruled that community service can replace iliipris;(nm'lcnl, for first-time polluters.

(ii) It upheld corporate criminal liability without needing proof of director's
knowledge.

Options :

(1) Only (i) is incorreet (2) Only (ii) is incorrect

(3) (1) and (iii) are incorrect (4) None of the above

Sg-HYUF (FTT B gH) L .

o SRy BESy a9 geltens (2025) B @ H gafaeer STgrEr ST

(IRT 265 BNS): .

@) Wﬁmzésﬁﬁmﬁaﬂm,ﬂ%ﬁwma@ﬂm%n

(ii)sﬂﬁ%emgqmﬁsa@am@mqﬁﬁmwmﬁw%%q
HRETT & ST A Tl 8 |

(iii)saﬁﬁ%sm%w%wwaﬁamauw%maﬁﬁﬁzaﬂwmaﬁﬁa

HI FIHL G|

faseg -
(1) Fae (1) T99 & (2) daw (i) TG B
(3) () X (i) TEd 2 (4)3qﬁ?ﬁﬁaaa€a-é‘r

100. Match the following : ’
Connect each Supreme Court order about transition from IPC/CrPC to BNS/BNSS

(List-I) with its operative effect (List-II) :

List-I - Order

a. Ram Kumar v. UOI (2024)

b. State (NCT Delhi) v. Gurnam (2025)

c. Ashwini Upadhyay v. UOI (2025)

d. Sita Devi v. State of Bihar (2025)

List-IT - Effect ' ;

(i) Old FIRs continue under IPC but trials shift to BNSS after framing of charge if no
prejudice shown

(ii) Pending appeals under CrPC stay in the same forum despite BNSS

(iii) BNSS bail conditions apply prospectively; pre-cut-off arrests use CrPC

(iv) Remands authorised under BNSS even for IPC offences if post-cutoff

Choose correct code .

(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(ii), b-(i), c-(iv), d-(iii)

(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(A) SNETTRTRETE W
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Fr=faRed o e v A
IPC/CrPC @ BNS/BNSS (GEh-1) & webror & A wErE AR s

STIRST ) IuD i) worrg (gEh-11) & g

-1 - ayRyy

A T AR S917 gaftang (2024)

b. 59 (T Reh) gwm TAN (2025)

. ST Iuremy TPy AT (2025)

d. T 3 9w REr T (2025)

-1 - v |

(1) U THMRR i & dea o wdt ¥, Ak ov B [EiE w6
%@mgwéﬁamma%%mmmﬁpmé
ST

(i) FTTTHTE B v WIRIR & qed @i o Idr BT ¥ e ¥

(i) FTTCEQH F9a s A ®q @ @F & §, Fe-olfit d usd @

PR & Seddt & s aar &
(iv) Fe-3I6 & % STEURN ouvrel & fom off dicqegea & aga ReAis

ST B |
& Fie I - |
(2) a~(ii), b-(i), c-(iv), d-(ii)

(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) .
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) SRH 7 F B3 T&‘T
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1. A pendente lite purchaser applies in exccution to asscrt independent rights. Court

should :

(1) Add him under Order XXI r. 16 enabling him to execute.

(2) Treat him as bound by the decree without impleadment (Section 52 T.P. Act).

(3) Reject his claim : remedy lies in scparate title suit, not execution.

(4) All of the above

o YT wrze Har wWod SARERE B FET HE H g FroaE qoeraeT B

T gEwE A =Ry

(1) @ TRy XXIr. 16 & ea g Frad a& FomeT ®T 7% )

Q) 5@ frm Bf eREm @ B S A " oS (" 520
arfafas) |

3) SED TR B WRS BT : U AR H qE, Aieeh Ao i geheH H
21

(4) SU=h G

2. Plaintiffs next friend failed to appear; suit dismissed in 2021. Plaintiff attains majority
in 2024 and seeks revival. Which is incorrect ?

(1) Order IX rule 9 applies, limitation begins from majority.

(2) He can sue the next friend for negligence instead of restoration.

(3) Decree of dismissal is nullity due to absence of proper guardian.

(4) None of the above

at % o P SuRe &1 F free <@; 2021 § GeRCT @RSt S RaT T
arl 2024 H G@%h B S § SR gASHias A § | -l Ford ® 7

(1) et IX From 9 @F] i &, @ sgaa | IE e ¥
(2)%mﬁ%mm%mwm“wmm%n
(%G%IﬁWﬂ%Wﬂﬁf%Wﬂ@?ﬁ?ﬁaﬁrmm%l

(4) IUH H A FHIg TEl
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discovers Jedger entries

2
oting accounts, defendant

Y a "-‘.\ L)
decered di | o
ent. Can he succeed in review !

preliminary
objection before Commissioner.

3. After
allepedly showing full settlem

Review barred: remedy i
(1) Review barred: remed] | o
1 Y *Q . anc
(2) R lies only if evidence Was unavailable despite dilig
M) Review lies on
test.
a vital document meets Order XLVII

(3) Discovery after deerec of
(4) All of the above . a IIT?
@ﬁw'ﬁﬁ%@mmmﬁiqﬁm%ﬁ%m,q%a@aﬁr;ﬁfﬁﬁ .
Froem RaEm aﬁmqﬁﬁ@ﬁm@%nwagmﬂw qheT Hehall
N~

e 7

(I\WWW;GW%WHWGW%%I
0) wET Baw T A B o/ OREH H SEcE Aed Suwe e T |

(2) |4
(S)W%ﬁgﬁawaﬁa%%ﬂﬁ%aﬁ@hﬁaﬂ%ﬂmvnqﬁwﬁwm

21
(4) SO gt

Sole defendant dies after evidence commenced; plaintiff moves for substitution 250

days later showing ignorance of death. Court may
(1) declare entire suit abated automatically.
(2) set aside abatement upon proving sufficient cause.

(3) treat decree passed in interregnum as nullity.

(4) All of the above
Wﬂ?gﬁ%mwmaﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁ% aﬁzsoﬁwaﬁ:a@

ﬁaﬁmﬁ@ﬁm,mﬂm%maﬂaﬁm%lwﬁwm
" s

(I)ngﬁa%mammm 5|
(2)WWW@%WWQW®WWW%|

(3)Wﬁqm%ﬁﬁammw%l

(4) SIreh @l
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B 3

5. Trial court awarded interest; appellate court modified decree on merits but stayed silent
on interest. Deeree-holder's execution claim for interest should be :
(1) Dismissed; silence equals denial.
(2) Allowed: interest portion of trial decree survives.
(3) Referred back for clarification under Section 151.

(4) Nonc of the above
T @I X oot Ran oTde @HiE A ARIar & oneR g o denfaa A

%mwwmuw%%ﬁ%ﬁmmﬁwmmﬁfw%
qiieq -

(1) =Rey; goft &1 AJaws 8 gl |

(2) <Hea; graw e 1 s R = S
(3)%151%a€amw%%ﬂmﬁwwm%l

(4) ST H F Hig TE .

6. A written constitution empowers judges to strike down statutes repugnant to "basic
- moral principles." A strictly positivist bench nevertheless upholds a law criminalising
peaceful dissent, citing mere fidelity to the enacted text. Which of the following

critiques most directly undercuts the bench's reasoning ?
(1) Hart's "minimum-content" survival thesis
(2) Finnis's natural-law account of common-good participation

(3) Kelsen's purlty postulate separatlng law and morals

(4) None of the above

us fofga dfga =i @ Wﬁﬁ?ﬁ%@?ﬁ %qﬁ"@mﬁﬁ
Wﬁaﬁéﬁ?éﬁ%:ﬁﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂ@@&ﬂ@tﬁ?%aﬁiﬁmﬁﬁw%
Rt AT RresT @ edren ¥ g4 SRige oTEeR ol STORT SEH A HILT
ﬁawmlﬁw%&gﬂﬁ%ﬁq—ﬁaﬂﬁwﬁa%ﬁaﬁa@@a
8% U FHSAT HIAT B 7T

(1) &€ & “gAaa-ariy’ SeRefaT

(2) Ffere T ATATI-aTesT AFNATY 1 BRI~ Sl
(3)%@?@21@33816%%%6?!?%@.%%%

(4) SUAH H A HE AL

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) P.T.O.



Y

B

2 ali law," which sing|,
i qller's cipht canons of the "inner morality of law, g
7. According to Lon Fuller's cight c: s

; 9
defect most completely negates the possibility of a genuine legal sysut:m !
(1) Statutes arc kept seeret yet applied retrospectively to past conduc
2) Rules are prospective but mutually contradictory . ‘
ESZ Laws arc }lal'os:)cclivc. consistent, and public but change hourly without notice
(4) All of the above
T N SHiaRE Wb B AT Gew B ofe REsidl B ATAR, BA-AT Th
%Wmmaﬁﬁﬂwaﬁg&mﬁw%?
(I)Wgﬁ@w%%‘,ﬁﬂsﬁs%ﬁaaamwwwam
R ST ®
@) Frem s 83 ¥, e qre R A ¥
<3)WW,weﬁrvﬁwhzsaa%,amﬁmmﬁW%aa%
EESE I
(4) S TRt

8. A legislature criminalises "socially harmful thoughts" detected by compulsory brain-
scan technology. From H. L. A. Hart's analytical framework, the measure fails
primarily, because it :

(1) Collapses the distinction between primary and secondary rules
(2) Ignores the external aspect of rule-guided behaviour

(3) Destroys the internal aspect of rules by'making genuine acceptance impossible

(4) None of the above

@%WWW—@?WWWWW‘WW%
Wﬁaﬁraﬁrmﬁaﬁﬁﬁ%l@wq%ﬁ%mﬁﬁ
qgmg@w@fﬁwérw%,mﬁ%qgr -
(l)mmah%?ﬁamﬁuﬁf%aﬁa%ama%mw%m%
(2)%1@—%%‘&16@631?%&@‘&%@@@?%@1%%
(3)3@%@@%#@%%%%%@@%%%%

(4) SH F q FiE 75
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9. Ronald Dworkin's "right-answer thesis"  rests most fundamentally on which
presupposition ?
(1) Judges possess special epistemic aceess 10 empirical community valucs
(2) Law is an integrated framework of political morality discoverable by constructive
interpretation ‘
(3) Democratic decision-making is the only legitimate way to settle hard cascs
4) All of the above
Aqres AR @ [E-ITT AR W e wa A qAHOT 9
iR @ °
(1) =rarisl & | SrgyEsT AR el aep fASTT sTeeeR T8 Bl §
(:)wwmwm@ﬁaﬁuﬁmmm?ﬁ%mam@@@

o™l &
(4) SI=h a9l

10. Critical Legal Studies scholars speak of "trashing" orthodox doctrine. Which of the

following moves best illustrates that method ?
(1) Re-describing private-property claims as allocations of social wealth
(2) Portraying mens rea analysis as an ideological screen for class power
(3) Framing Hart's "open texture" as perpetuating judicial hegemony.
(4) All of the above
WW@W%WWW#H@ HT B AT HIA
%uﬁwr%rﬁaaﬁéaﬁq—mwwq@%aﬁﬂaﬁa@m%@ﬁm%?
(l)ﬁﬁ—mﬁ%ﬁaﬁmm%aﬂdﬁr%mﬁm%ﬁm
(2)ﬁsﬁ%@@ﬁ%%%mﬁg@r@ﬂ(ﬁﬁm)ﬁsﬁqmﬁ
(3)%%‘@%W’ﬁmmamw'aﬁwwﬁ%wﬁq@ﬁ
AT | | |
(4) S9L=6 Al

11. Multiple-Statements (True/ False) :
Considering People's Union for Privacy (2025) judgment on Section 106 BNS
(motorist's duty to report), evaluate : :

(i) The duty to report is binding, but failure attracts only a monetary penalty.

(ii) Compelled self-reporting of an accident implicates Article 20(3) only when the
driver faces potential criminal liability. -

' (iii) The Court upheld Section 106 but read in a safeguard that statements made cannot

be used to prove guilt,

Choose the right option : ._

(1) (i) is true; (ii) and (iii) are false (2) (ii) and (iii) are true; (i) is false

(3) (i), (ii), (iii) are all true (4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)

P.T..C
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SE-FT (w0 o) 3w gr e B gY MR 1og Bg
I AT i g (2025) @ 7{“‘1_ﬂm T
(e S a1 Ryd 2 Fcfer) b :‘Wf%xrmfn dacl UH HEZH =g R
) RO 5@ a9 acder a2, Afpe s ;
BT B ¥ qAT AT ey
(i) geesy oy A A e RO e el 20(3) A 5 E
SIS IS B dafa snqifves & B dres W‘gﬂ < H T H gy
(D= ¥ oy 106 @ sxeRe wEn, AT oF ) ;ﬁ RRIT ST ey
SAET BT IUAT SrRTe @i e @ fero

5 Ru g

q1
Wé.? ‘ . : LX) > .
(D () s g,e{(ii) SR (iii) erer ¥ (2) (ii) ofv (iii) @ ¥, (i) o197 B
() (), (i), (i) Tft gog B (4) Suh & & B 7

12. I\1atch-thc-Fol]0wing : ) .
Link each BNS offence with the specific Supreme Court Dictum that clarified its scope :
Offence (BNS section)

a.  Section 299 - outraging religious feelings

b.  Section 63 - marital rape exception

C. Section 112 - organised crime

d. Section 14 - mistake of fact -

Dictum (SC case) ,

() "Satire, absent intent to insult, is protected" (Ajmer Peace Forum v. U], 2024)

(ii) "Exception is prima facie discriminatory; review pending" (Krishna Kumar, 2025)
(iii) "Definition must satisfy precision test" (Centre for PIL, 2025)

(iv) "Good-faith policing demands objective reasonableness" (State of Kerala v,

Sadanandan, 2024)
Choose the correct matching code : , ,
(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(i), b-(iii), e-(ii), d-(iv)
(3) a-(iv), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(i) , (4) None of the above ‘

Wﬁf@amfﬁaﬁﬁ:

T 14 g oy gy g
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) | EOE T 0 e
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14.

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)

FUF (SC 9) ’

() ‘S, ouwE 9 @ guR A ea, @it ¥ (swme aifa HEoaEme
ganang, 2024)

(i) ‘oTugre wepy gredl AaWEYel ], wfien dfaa 7 (Hom AL, 2025)

(ii1) wﬁﬁirm P uRgEEAr 9wt & dge s =nfee (Fer wir Gremdue,
2025

(iv) ‘Teomaer g g a@mdar @ w1 et R (BT T FE
[qaTE, 2024)

& M Hiw g

(1) a-(i) . b-(ii). e=(iiD). d-(iv) (2) a-(i) . b-(iii), c~(ii), d-(iv)

(3) a-(iv). b-(ii). e=(iii). d-(i) (4) SUAH F A BF T

Relying on Joseph Shine v. UOI (2018) (decriminalising adultery) a petitioner
challenges Section 79 BNS (re-criminalised adulterous relationship where spouse's life

is endangered). The Court is most likely to :

(1) strike it down for violating dignity and autonomy recognized in Joseph Shine.

(2) uphold it as narrowly tailored to protect bodily harm.

(3) send it to a Constitution Bench for authoritative clarification.

(4) All of the above |

aﬁ%qssnsqa#mgaﬁaﬂs‘(zow)qtﬂﬁwmﬁgq(aﬁm?ﬁwé

ToH HIAT) TH AlebEbal 7 &RT 79 BNS (e |9y @ B 9 9y

o=, SE O ar ool @ Sied @eR F 8 @ gArn @ ¥ FEwE 31

Tag At e 8 & - .

(1) SI9% e H HFIAT g ARET oM} AT Bl SeqEd B & [T 4

(2) 39 9TE FHAH F a3 g deel w7 § SR fhr T B w9 H
Eeiediscifisi g ' _ .

(3) 23 ATTIHH w@mw%%qaﬁrmtﬁaeﬁrﬁwmn

(4) Sudrn A E

Assertion (A) : The Supreme Court in Shaista Parveen v. UOL (2025) held that cyber
defamation (Section 322 BNS) requires proof of nidentifiable victim" even in meme culture.

_ Reason (R) : The Court read the "identifiable victim" requirement into Section 322 to

safeguard satire under Article 19(1)(a).

Correct answer is : '

(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.
(3) A is false, but Ristrue. | . ¢

(4) None of the above
P.T.O.
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: § f i'ca :QRI[]‘Tq ]
! SIRTFHET (A) ¢ ongren uRAlE FeH Y33l (2(,)25%2?; e i M,
b argae gwaify (ar 322 BNS) & forg iy @@l Ay ':Tr%\‘
B T 8 anaenaar axd 4
P (R) : =it 3 orgeda 19(1)(a) & dqwcT ™ B Y B R oy 3
HOuEEs dr WO @) angeresar @ Ul |
T8 I 8
(DA SR Q9 a1 ¥ o R, A 9 aqren &7dr 1
(2) A 8k R Q1 ww §, afp R, A @t =g s8f &hiar & |
) A o B, af%T R 9 2
(4) ST 7 q AT 7
15.

Multiple-Statements (Correct / Incorrect) :

Under National Le

gal Services Authority v. UOI (2014) & Navtej Singh Johar v. UOI
(2018) principles, t

he Court while reading Section 65 BNS (sexual offences) observed :

(1) The gender of the victim is immaterial for "penetrative sexual assault."

(11) Consent obtained by exploiting gender dysphoria is vitiated.

(1ii) Sentence enhancement for assault on

transgender persons is constitutionally
mandated.

Choose correct option :

(1) Only (i) and (i1) correct (2) Only (iii) correct

(3) (), (ii), (1ii) all correct (4) None of the above

TE-FT (78 / T7E) - ' ¥ il
wgﬁaﬁfaasaarmmwawgaﬁm(zomamWfﬁgﬁam

ZEATAE (2018) fsidi 3 aed, SEEE T gRT 65 BNS (39 HTY) ed 999
el :

() T A7 T 3 R A R e
(u)r%fvrr%wn’%maﬂqﬂwmmwﬁw%l
(iii);m@fg?wf%ﬁ&rwsﬁﬁ%mwffﬁﬂ%mﬁ%@ﬁaxﬁaref%l

) FFTO AT E Q) I B
(3) (), (ii), (iii) T+ wer § (4) Swh # ﬁiﬁé:ra“r

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) (EXLL TR S



16. Match-the-Following (Sentencing FFactors) :
Match cach mitigating factor (List-I) emphasized in Jaideep Prince (2024) with the
relevant statutory scetion (List-IT) where the factor becomes decisive:
List-1 - Factor
a. Extreme provocation
b. Prisoner's age & rchabilitation
c. Proven mental disorder
d. Absence of premeditation
List-I1 - BNS Section
(i) Section 101 (culpable homicide not murder)
(ii) Section 104 (life-convict murder)
(iii) Section 14 (general exception)
(iv) Section 99 (attempt to murder)
Choose the correct code : ' , v
(1) a-(i), b-(i1), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(iii), b-(ii), c-(i), d-(iv)
(3) a-(1), b-(iii), c-(i1), d-(iv) . (4) None of the above
Fr=fRad %1 B BY (38 BRSB) @
SEE e (2024) # Sk Ru W 9@ IMT BB (a;aﬁ—l)amsrmﬁzs%aﬁzs
s (-1 & 9 B &Y STEl s Fotas & oiar 8
-1 - FRF |
a. STAM® IHAY
b. &HEr & IH AR gHar
c. M= AFtEs R
d. gafRe & A=
_ g=-1I - BNS g f
() ar1101 (FEragel s, G =r€r)
(i) aRT104 (STeiE-ardt &)
(i) o1 14 (9H=T S9EIR)
(iv) a1 99 (=T &1 9aTH)

(1) a-(i) , b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(iii), b-(ii), c-(i), d-(iv)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) SUA<H H q Hs ST

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) i 4 SR L IVARDS i L P! T O!



3

= . b
tion 355 BNS addrcSSQq

ideli >S, SCC ) \
17, After Vishaka v. State of Rajasthan (1997) i‘,‘"'dd'n'(’yn()fcd repeated complaingg
Workplace sexual harassment. An cmployer who ,l};cq the POSH Act, 2013, The
Prosecuted. Defence argues that Section 355 duplicate:
Supreme Court i likely to hold that : [ asne
{ A o o procedural aspectg.
(1) BNS and POSI Act can coexist; lex specialis applics (m;?lotSIr; inquiry is pendip,
(2) Criminal prosccution under Section 355 is barred whcrci mittee finds guilt,
(3) Employer can he prosccuted only afier POSIT Internal Com
(4) All of the above
RYmEr smmy rorensy T (1997) fRem-fdent & &g, F‘%" aq_{:}” i%q‘
B HNT Hrar ¥ ar-ar Qe wB SR

nh zﬁq 3 j'{a:’{
' \‘ﬁ.ava’waamwm 81 Farg uer @ a%h & fF =T 355 POSy

3 g3

eﬁﬁm,zowaﬁqw%smﬁawwwmméﬁﬁ‘

() BNS 0T POSH sifefram whs wmer we e ¥, d WORE e
W%qu;q—sgeﬁwwa‘rm%l

('Z)HﬁPOSHa?aaﬁra%aﬁw%S%asamfﬁasg?ﬁWaaﬁw
eI |

(S)ﬁﬁwwmﬁgammaammm%aapomaﬁﬂﬁzsvﬁ%m

qiq |
(4) Sud T=ft
18. Assertion (A) : Youth Bar Association v. UO] (2025) directed all investigating officers

10 supply Section 173 BNSS e-charge sheets to victims by default.
Reason (R) : The right to fair trial under Article 21 extends to victims as well as the

accused.

Correct answer is
(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) Ais false, but R is true. |

(4) None of the above ' .

SAHTHAT (A) : gg AR CARIEIE S FENeTE (2025) 7 & sty erferemRat
F difsdr &1 foviee vy 9 9T 173 BNSS g-=irsfefie 3% a1 frssr R

DT (R) :
ST B A frerar

@) & S R A wer ¥, St R, A o s ol e B

(3) A 7T B, @fpT R W%, ’ o

@) i & A B .;
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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18.

20.

11
Multiple-Statements (Pick the incorrect ones) :
With reference to Public Health Foundation v. UOI (2025) examining environmental
offences (Section 265 BNS) ¢ f i
(i) The Court read mens rea into §265 even though the text imposes strict liability.
(i1) It ruled that community service can replace imprisonment for first-time polluters.

(i) It upheld corporate criminal liability without needing proof of director's
knowledge.

Options :
(1) Only (1) is incorrect (2) Only (ii) is incorrect
(3) (1) and (iii) are incorrect (4) None of the above

g (T A ) | )

Ui BOU HIESIH SHH gRNeTs (2025) & wHWad H uhiever ofuwrdi @ Sra

(SRT 265 BNS) :

() =T A gRT 265 § AR QST Ugl, ¥ B 9% e ey e o |

(i) T HEar gan AT UBRl AR UGHOT HIA Al B g
FHRETE & B A Tehell 8 |

(i) sEq FRYS B S B AT & AETRAT b AT HUORe STOiEs i
FH FIHAT G|

AT - :

(1) Basr (1) T B (2) daw (i) TG B

3) (1) AR (iii) T B (4) IUA<E H F Hs ST
Match the following :

Connect each Supreme Court order about transition from IPC/CrPC to BNS/BNSS
(List-I) with its operative effect (List-IT) :

List-I - Order ’

a. Ram Kumar v. UOI (2024)

b. State (NCT Delhi) v. Gurnam (2025)

" ¢.  Ashwini Upadhyay v. UOI (2025)

d. Sita Devi v. State of Bihar (2025)
List-II - Effect

(i) Old FIRs continue under IPC but trials shift to BNSS after frammg of charge if no
prejudice shown

(ii) Pending appeals under CrPC stay in the same forum despite BNSS

(iii) BNSS bail conditions apply prospectively; pre-cut-off arrests use CrPC

(iv) Remands authorised under BNSS even for IPC offences if post-cutoff
Choose correct code .

(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) A (2) a-(ii), b-(1), c-(iv), d-(,_iii)
(3-)' a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) None of the above ‘,

P.T. O.
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B

FrafaRea @1 Prarm #Y | )

SR B IUD TN gy (TEN-11) @ g
-1 - oy

A UH AR §907 gafeng (2024)

b, T (TFA fRel) g9 YT (2025)
c. oREH Iurery gy ganarg (2025)

d. e 3R s9m ReEr oy (2025)

=11 - gy
ﬂw&%,%ﬁﬂamﬁégamﬂﬁ

(1) IO cwengeny o & dasd o
ﬁ@mm%a}enﬁqm@%%mmm@ﬁvmﬁﬁﬁé

(ii)mw%wﬁam@%mﬁmmwmﬁﬁ%

(iii)@wwﬁqmﬁsﬁmaﬁwﬁma?ﬁ%, HT-3H A TBd H
Rt § demdit & sw@mmer aar &

(V) FE-M% 3 a7 iR orawrel & g 9 dNoquaed & gsq R
STpT B

e FE g -

(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv)

(3) a-(i). b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) | (4) SIE & A HIs A&F

A Hindu husband obtains an ex-parte divorce in California on the ground of

"irretrievable breakdown." The wife, still resident in Delhi, resists its recognition when

he remarries in India. Which inquiry is indispensable for an Indian court while deciding

enforceability under Section 13 CPC 2

(1) Whether the foreign court had jurisdiction on the domicile/lex domicilii principle
(2) Whether "irretriévable breakdown" is a ground recognised by the Hindu Marriage

Act, 1955
(3) Whether the proceedings complied with
service and bona-fide opportunity)

(4) All of the above :
& q%%%ﬁﬁmﬁ‘awﬁaﬁqw’%wmqmmm

) a-(ii), b-(i), c-(iv), d-(iii)

principles of natural jpstic¢ (e.g., proper
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22. Under Muslim law, a wile petitions for %hula’ after the husband's refusal, and the

23.

Qazi/court grants dissolution. The decision's validity chicfly hinges on :

(1) Existence of a bona-fide kZula offer by the wife and judicial acceptance in lieu of
the husband's consent

(2) Mandatory return of the entire dower (iwaz) irrespective of circumstances

(3) Proof of cruelty as an additional statutory ground under the Dissolution of Muslim
Marriages Act, 1939

(4) None of the above

gRe™ HNH B ded, 9 B FTHR B G gl gy’ B Rig aiEen aEn

B T, X FHf /o [@AEed @ Hpd AW B Fofg o Juar g w9 J

g ux Frefy &l @ e

(1) oefl ERT T e Gar S&d 6l ARTe ok afy o werfy & aea
=taes i

(2)qﬁﬁa%ﬁ%wq§ﬁa(ma%aﬁaﬁam

(3) g faare fageT erfafam, 1939 @& ded Tk SAfR<p Jeiies g &
g H AT B LA

(4) SI6 H | HIZ AL

A couple cohabits for 25 years, performs no formal ceremony, but is treated socially as
married. Upon separation, the woman seeks maintenance under Section 125 CrPC.

Admissibility will most critically depend on :
(1) Registration under the Special Marriage Act, 1954
(2) Existence of a community custom recognising such unions as valid marriage

(3) The statutory presumption of marriage arising from prolonged cohabitation under
Evidence Act Section 114 and Supreme Court precedents

'(4) None of the above

T ST 25 AT a6 Ard I&dl 8, His SNu=eh THIRIS A8l $hdl o, b
qHISes ©9 |9 faifsd 7@ Sar ® 1 STeRT 89 Ux, Afedr gRT 125 e Ry
% ded HIO-TEOT H AN HRN T EpRAT qEd TewW@El ®Y d 39 W
forefx BT

(1) 9y far sttafam, 1954%6133@%’!@
(2)®Wﬁﬁam%mﬁwﬁaﬁﬁwﬁ@mwaﬁaﬁ
(3)wwaﬁéﬁuqa%amll4ﬁaﬁaw%ma@r%a€aa%

Y Tk deard 9 I fagare 9 Juiees gren

(4) SU<F H I HIs T8I

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) ' , ALOL, P.T.O.
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i (i) HMA S us marriage automa
previo ‘

[IMA read with TPC Scction
17 )

her petition unde Section 1

: igsolving
{13 DACtrine of conversion dissol ‘

‘ 4()4
vection 3
Ny 3 : ' - inder Sec
(<) Prolbition of bigamy 1 ) 7
‘ s vl it r Section 5 HMA gy,
'Trespective of new religion aoe be void under Sectio cn Aty
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) Requirement that the secon
i \\\1‘-..1» "

husband's com Crs1on

(4) Al of the above ~ v iferepr &ty Rl % g ‘:ﬁ%[ FQE%‘
% Y ol gy o wr qars B R Rem Af-RarTt % T80 frefag 2
T T v & ag usd a8 gf; T T o=y 3 AT trr
T I3 HMA & e e e @ Rere \

:‘;—.~ [ D .,
BT G >

V) EE ORew @ Ryaig o Ruelt omd)

) 91 17 HMA F ded EURN 4Ry 494 & @y e 1 e, TS Sy
T FE o &

:.smwvzsmw\%mﬁ%@qﬁaﬁ%mﬁ@ﬁsﬁaﬁm
SLIASTS S ry EI?[GTI—CTSWT

J

25. A Parsi Spouse seeks divorce before g Matrimonial Court relying §01ely on the groyp

% UTH ufey gy IS 9fvenr o i@{?ﬂ-%ﬂiﬁ % fomm DT “18 TN & R
Gl W"%wmw%ﬁ%mw%wawmﬁﬁ
B2 9 e oy M sifafrem, 1936 %ﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂﬂ%ﬁmt

L CE atferfra i
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26. A Christian couple married in Goa (Portuguese Civil Code) now lives in Mumbai. The
husband secks divoree in Mumbai Family Court under the Indian Divorce Act. 1869,
Jurisdiction will primarily hinge on :

(1) Placc of solemnisation of marriage

(2) Present domicile of the partics under the 1869 Act's Amended Section 2

(3) Lex loct celebrations cannot oust Family Court jurisdiction if partics arc now
domiciled and residant in Mumbai

(4) All of'the above

Mar (e AR ditan) § fafea ow umm SUST 3 wjard & zear 21 af

HRAOE gares orfefyan, 1869 & asa Had Bl ®rd T aens mmeear 2

SOSN8 JE&g w9 @ 39 ¥ iR s

(1) RaE & Ees &1 ©—

(2) 1869 rfufas aft denfea gy 2 & dsd el =hl aca= Feam =

3) o ger ow HuE A Mo Ha T oY &8l & &, o g9EE & =T &
HEA  BiES He H ARBR A B FHI T BT Hehal

(4) SIe T+

27. The Special Marriage Act, 1954 requires a 30-day public notice before solemnisation.

A couple challenges its constitutionality citing privacy after the Puttaswamy decision.
The strongest argument against the notice requirement is that it :

(1) violates the fundamental right to decisional privacy and autonomy in marriage
choices.

(2) 1s only a reasonable procedure ensuring objections from kin.

(3) falls under "procedure established by law" and hence immune from privacy
challenge.

(4) None of the above »
9 fgae offafaw, 1954 & ded fOae & SEeE 9@ d9sq 30 9 &

AESATE AT W SAEIHhd] Brfl ¥ geremht Mol @ a9 <uRt F

meﬁ@%ﬁ@mﬁwaﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁlmaﬁmww
% Faene @ed Aegd 9% g8 B fF g8 e

(l)ﬁaﬁwﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmvﬁwﬂwaﬁw%ﬁmaﬁmﬂw

Ted g HIdl # |

(quzﬁvﬁﬁfﬂﬁ)m?ﬁhﬁa%arﬁ@faﬂﬁq‘raﬁgﬁrﬁaﬁm%u

(3) T& Wﬁmwﬁwm %amﬁaam%aﬁ?sﬂmﬁqﬁamgﬁﬁ
d b B |
(4) IUH H T HIg ABf

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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oo after the 2019 usl:
28, T s ee i one sitting a . Sli
A Muslim husban utters ralaqg-e-bain three times n 0 s declaration that th

28,

NS R ST ‘

}

k
‘ome . . ) ' Je later sc€
Women (Protection of Rights on Marriage) Act. H ¢
Marriage jg dissolved. The Court's correct responsc is ‘ S
: ou

- . as instantane
(1) declare (he Marriage void-alb initio as triple talag was
(2) recognise lalaq as revocable until iddat period ends

3 ences under the 2019
(3) hold the Pronouncement 5 nullity attracting penal consequence Act

4) An of the above

2019%%(WWGWWW)W%W@
qﬁwmﬁﬁqwm—q—wm%'mﬁwm € Ry

MWE}W%IWWWB?W%:
(I)ﬁaﬁa%sma}maaﬁmﬁﬁ;aﬁqmwm
(DWﬁsaaaﬁférwwaﬁwﬁmﬁaﬂﬁWqﬁ’
<3>$“rra?remm'a—w§eﬁmo19 A & qed deTE RO sy

(4) ST Tsft

(4) STE & q H 7

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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30. A foreign divorce decrce obtained in Dubai is stdmpcd "final," but the underlying
proceedmos were ex-parte without personal service. The decree is presented for

* execution in India. Under Section 13 CPC it will fail primarily, because :
(1) Dubai Court lacked territorial jurisdiction over the respondent who never submitted

to it
(2) Decree is founded on a ground (male unilateral talaq) contrary to Indian public
policy

(3) Proceedings violated natural justice for want of notice and opportunity to contest

(4) All of the above

@ﬁm@ﬁ%&ﬁmaﬁ%ﬁw ‘Sffer geY g SR 8, «feR

SITRiRT sriad aaRera Qar $ AT Thaiwl o) B wr wra § Froaee @

T s fear omar S0 uwRy 13 W @ A B aed @E gem w9 9 Aed &

ST i -

(1)@@3W%WWWWW%ﬁWW$ﬁ@
T el fear

2) B R AEEte AR B FAAdd Oh AR (EF ThaXhT ) X

oA ®

(3) HEAET T ATpireh =T BT IT@a hAT

(4) S |

31. Article 356 can be invoked, when :
(1) Constitutional breakdown in the State
(2) The State fails to implement Central laws
(3) The State deviates from national interest
(4) None of the above
356Emmﬁwaaﬁb—mwaav—cn% S
(1) T & dgar=es e+ 8
(2) T=T FBEF BEAT B AR HIA H faHet T )
'(3)@@%3%%%6%%
(4) SUA<H H A HIg &l g .

32. 'Doctrine of eclipse' applies primarily to :
(1) Laws inconsistent with Part III before 1950
(2) All post-Constitutional laws violating Article 13
(3) Parliamentary proceedings under Article 105
(4) None of the above
‘reoT 1 fasia’ J&d @9 d fﬁwﬁﬂﬁaﬁ SRS am_; B 8
(1) 1950 & wesl «{rT 11 %HTQTGWTHW
(2) STg=Re 13 o Iewigd XA 4Ry qH Hi%mﬁ—qairrq EFITT
(3) eTg=_= 105 & oed HAEg HrarEl
(4) SUAH H F HIF AL

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) A WESRE S P.T.O.
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9 . ticles 32 and 226 :
33. The POWer of judicial review lHI('Cr /\"“"!L"(" mendment
(1) cannoq pe taken away by constitutiona d lating basic structure
(2) extends (0 constitutional amendments viol:
(3) is par of the basic structure
(4) Al of the above ’ .
STI=WT 32 4y 226 % duq =nfrg wften -?Tf?ﬁ
(1) Hdenfye, AN ary g ?f‘r'fﬂ"ﬂ il q?—gm T faeaia 2
) T 2 5y ST 5 A G9enfys e
Q) g3 2 B Ry 2
(4) 9 ey
34. Article 14 binds : ib
unals
(1) All Higp, Courts only (2) All Court}sl ang TZ
(3) Al authoritjes under Union and State (4) None of the abo
141 B AT ey 2 ;-
(1) B9 7ot g TRy (@) =l =T st =
) "9 v TN 3 arefiey qofy @) SR F F B =5
35. A law Mandates compulsory disclosyre of 'Aadhar' in g school admissions The
Court's nquiry wil] tyrn on :
(1) Whether 1t violateg dlgm’ty and autonomy
(2) Wh

Bl ST

36.

Y protected under Section 1] despite fraudulent conduct
(4) None of the above |
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@wﬁmsﬁ@ﬁgazﬁamzs%vﬁqﬁwmafrft%@r';r«r@ﬁm;%ai‘w
50.000 ®UN IR QAT Q) g N g Amar A a=a & faw ArEferT ?1? =BT
aarer a1 o1 g9 uREgsA N eeur Raia wEa ade wg A afgfd
R @t © 7

(1) R @t RN WY QG R A gy AT nfergfed @y &1 e B
(2) ATRET @ D Ru ey wa A Iewarll 81 a6ar 8 |

(3) SraTaEgel STERET & "iged AERET a1 @ asd g ave o Hfera #
(4) STA®H F QA Hg B

37. A contract states that goods will be of "exceptional quality”, with no further
specification. When the buyer sues for breach, the enforceability of this clause
primarily turns on :

(1) Whether the term is void for vaguencess

(2) Whether trade usage helps clarify meaning

(3) Whether parties had a shared commercial understanding

(4) All of the above
@aﬁ?aﬁww%ﬁsw‘mwm’aﬂm,%mﬁﬁ%eﬂt
SRS aE SFT| o EOeR SooEd @ g gHEHl hIdl ¥, Of ¥H TS A
SedEaT g ®9 ¥ 39 X el &l ¥

(1) o1 9% S/ea STl & HROT LA ©
(2)wwma‘e§ﬁm$ﬁﬁmm%

(3) =T qIEAT @ S "iE areregs aus ot

(4) SUh. |

38. A contract is entered under threat of publishing sensitive but true personal information
unless consent is given. Is this threat coercion under Section 15 ?

(1) Yes, if it affects free consent

(2) No, because the threat relates to truth

(3) Yes, if the threat involves unlawful pressure

(4) All of the above :

U oTgEd Faemslir ARpT Tel ARG ST SEhIRI I B THH D
mm%m%mw%ﬁﬁﬁﬁnwwwﬁw 15 &

(1) &, afx oe w@ds e &l gfad & 8

(2) =&, it a9 A q e 8

(3) &, afx smer § AR qem i

(4) SUH G4l
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39. A’ promises to pift a property to his ¢l
) C

40.

41.

y
aﬂ'cction," in writing but

shew "out of fulllf:ccmcnt is likely :
2 &l TS ,Ig
4 lghl.”“/‘
without registration. Specific performanc l;* M;lciti()n 25
(1) Invalid duc to lack of consideration unt er s

(2) Void for non-registration as per TPA
(3) Enforceable as it is in writing and signed
(4) Nonc of the above ; gaerd H CEiCZECENIEN ]
o’ Ueh Hafer g £
7 e Ll ST B oTE

A" ST9R WA Y sy B W8 B B
?\ f;gw 1\;2 }ﬁﬁaﬁg é’aﬁanm 3 faam ) fafgree g&2lr
THETT G |
(1) 917 25 & ded R=r 8 @W B HROT ST ©
(2) TPA & AR Gofihol 7 HIA & BRI FTHATH 8
(3) Rl ok sxaraRd @ & RO AR B AT
(4) STIF 7 Q Hg FB1

factory

A contract allows only one party to dctex:mine what c.:ons‘[itutes1 Sagfm e
performance. That party uses this clause to avoid payment without explana p

clause is tested against :
(1) Principle of fairness and objective standard of satisfaction

(2) Doctrine against arbitrary discretion
(3) Public policy under Section 23

(4) All of the above ~
TH FGIT Had Qb YA B g8 MuiRd w9 #H orgAfy a1 B 6 e .
FET T 2| g8 9 [ Wer & oPaE § sud & e g @S w
SUIRT AT 2 1 T8 &1 qeror e 3 fasss forar Srar ®

(1) Feegeram =1 fRsia ok wgfte &1 awgie A%
(2) 7FE fGas & Few Rsia

(3) 9T 23 &% Ted qrEsi=e Ay .

(4) SUH ATl

Post-colonial jurists argue that transplanted state law often lacks social legitimacy.
captures the resulting tension between formal law

Which jurisprudential notion best
and lived normativity ? ’
(1) Hart's catalogue of secondary rules

(2) Kelsen's dynamic validity chain
(3) Ehrlich's concept of "living law"
(4) All of the above _
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. Sar-efafafres =rafac} & s & B gendfua e wreAa o STERAT ArSTeR
Serr T ST BT 1 BT FArenEE oo siuEiies LT afr Shifaa
aeds @ S gRe T @ ged el ave A uebsdl B 7
(1) & @ faaas R @ g
(2) Bead B RN Jerr e
(3) qiRfE & ST @’ @ argsnon
(4) ST<H |H

42. Critics accuse legal positivism of "separability absolutism." Which otherwise positivist
theorist explicitly allows that moral principles can count as criteria of legal validity if
recognised by officials ? '

(1) John Finnis (2) Joseph Raz

(3) Jules Coleman (4) None of the above

STREF BT TEETE UT ‘gehRol  [RQETAr @1 ST @ &1 STl
PH-T1 TR REiaeR ae w9 oTgAfa aar B Afes Resid S
Juar B HEEE B w9 § W o ga ¥ gk siftemREl s A ara e v
(1) St e : (2) SE® ST

(3) ST FHIHA ' (4) SUA=E H 9 HIg TS

43. Neo-institutionalist theories say law solves recurrent coordination problems chiefly by :
(1) Providing exclusionary reasons that displace subjects' own deliberation
(2) Channelling social power through hegemonic state institutions
(3) Articulating timeless moral truths accessible to pure reason
(4) All of the above
Ta-dearerdl Risid wea ¥ b B JoT 9 9 Tl aHd quEenet @
(1) afe=peim HROT Jae &1 St fawat & o feeme-famet @1 fawenfad

T B

(2) BHIE T XA B ATEH A AEINER 1Rk I SEIRd S
(3) = FROT & [T GAH FHIARINT Al eI Dl T HIAT
(4) IU<h A4l . _ _

44. In The Concept of Law, Hart lists a "minimum content of natural law." Which item is
not explicitly part of that list ?
(1) Vulnerability of human bodies (2) Limited altruism among human beings
(3) Scarcity of resources =~ (4) None of the above tHH
B B STIUROT H, BE T AR BT B OFATH A IS BT
B aeg T w9 F 39 g w fww T Y ¢

(D) 999 IO S e (2) "7l H At erqzsrﬁ?rr
(3) HaTg=t @ B | (4) IUA<H H q FIs TEI
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primarily as -

ta
ra

precedents function

S ke W2 vt Sy el T Seie ara SHCC, '"(“('inl ’
FFor "interpretivist” jurisprudence, ve foree

N . i Coreingic normati

(1) Political constraints devoid of infrnsic n o | |
cally appht " S e

¢ that both (its and m

45,

— . 4 e mechani
(2) Binding rules whose ratios must be mechi
5 ' ' dios Barra{iv
(3) Raw materials for a constructive narrati

institutional history

(4) All of the above
sy el gt A " 5

EIEITETE ST B

fera, =nf

0174

e werENfes A
arurd @ AifFEH Ba F @y AT ST SIE .

<

(1) 7R w9 59 Q

(2) sregs Fay e
TH G T & g el "I S @

o vy @ s seug
(4) Sg0w g+

_ ; : i iculu
46. Parliament enacts a law under Entry 25 (education), mand'atmg a single SutiEcH 311
across all States. A State challenges this under its right to legislate on education. Whi

doctrine will the Court most likely apply ?

(1) Doctrine of occupied field
(2) Principle of cooperative federalism
(3) Harmonious construction between List III entries

(4) None of the above

FE At 25 (M) & ded O A S S, St 9 Wi ¥ o &

STEEEA 1 S O B 1 O 9 R R B a9 B ey SR

azagagzﬁa?%m%uwmmwﬁafﬁzsﬁmﬁﬁaaﬁmm?

(1) Aeam &5 %1 fasig | |

(2) FEwHl F9aE & fasig 0 o

(3) e 1l sfafeest & e arforergst femfor

(4) 3Uh H F F1F w7  gminic

47. A retired Supreme Court judgc'v? is -‘a i : -
- - 18 -appointed as Goy . The - . .

challenged citing political bias, The Court will likely ; s iR ggpomtment =

(1) Examine whether the appointment violates Article 50 .

(2) Decline interference unless clear breach of constitutional provision =

(3) Strike down the appointment for undermini orh it

- RHnInIng separation of powers

(4) All of the above e y powers .
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ag Qo g HIE B wprelier B ovar B wa 7 Frges B s #
Prgis @ TOTRE galie @ osawen 2 gu g @ st 31 =
(1) Sir= &I % @ FgRe ergeda 50 @1 Seeine HElt B
‘ (2) GAUNH TENT B W Jewud Bl BIgHT SNT A FHABK B
(3) SIREAT B YAFHIOT H HHNT B B g FrgRe @ 18 Hm
(4) SgUH T

48. A law bars religious processions on public roads but permits political rallies. It is
challenged under Articles 14 and 25. What is most relevant for adjudication ? -

(1) Whether classification is reasonable and has nexus
(2) Whether religious freedom is absolute
(3) Whether public order can override Article 25

(4) All of the above _
Qe B HESiE @S@ IX "I [ g U ST & QAfh STl

G @ oTgARY I 1 3 orgedw 14 ofR 25 & wed A & T T
=ratyolos 3 e aaq o1t uries =T 8 7 :
(1) == Tefeseer Sfera B ol o g ded B
(2) =T e TS FRYe '
(3) =T AESIS FERAT STYERT 25 HI HEES T Febell B
(4) 9B Gl

49. A Money Bill introduces provisions on elecforal bonds and tribunal reforms. The
Speaker certifies it under Article 110. Which principle will the Court apply if

challenged ?
(1) Parliamentary privilege is absolute

~ (2) Speaker's decision is not open to judicial review =
(3) Speaker's certificate is reviewable if colourable exercise
(4) None of the above i et
@mﬁmwmaﬁtwﬁlﬁw?ﬁrﬁwmmq@fm%l
Femer 5Q org=R 110 F asd gAIRM Hyar &1 g Ry S g S
(1) doda ofrsr Fras s | .
(2) eTemer @ fota =nfaes wen & R ger T8 @ | |
(3) oTeder o7 FHTOT-S THiaT dr ¥ afX T sEnr &
(4) SR § T HIg &l
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. uncils acrogg
~gislative Co a)
c Legls , tates. :
abolishes the State - d by half the S Wha Iy
50. Under Atticle 368, an amendment abo { is not ratifie

States. It passes both Houses of Parliament but 1s

its constitutional Status ?

(1) Void for lack of ratification under Article 368(2)
(2) Valid as abolition is not a structural Chﬂr.lgc

(3) Can be cured retrospectively by ratiﬁcntlorj
(4) Nonc of the above

STIVT 368 B dwd, g wedaT @ o a%?%wﬁ?;a T BT Ty
TXA B uw daw oy et @ qRa & =
S&ﬁww%.MﬁmﬁmﬁaﬁW?'

(1) sTg=n= 368(2) %aaﬁewé?%\ﬂ‘maﬁm

(2) ¥, s S @ AT GRadT 6 2

) FTTETT aRT gt @ & e farr oM T B
() SIE T q HF 75

) e for actio
S1.  In Joseph Raz's "service conception," legal directives create binding reasons n
when they :

B

(1) override subjects' independent assessment in every case.
(2) help subjects better comp
(3) maximise aggregate soci

(4) None of the above :
Fh@%waﬂ‘@mawmn'ﬁ,wﬁﬁ%ﬂmrs‘%mmwmﬁw
T B, o - \

ly with the very reasons that already apply to them.
al utility compared with all alternatives.

}(Z)T?rqa‘fﬁwml’ﬁ%‘r aﬁrﬁeﬁmmﬁwmﬁ%ﬁrqﬁ
@é’ravwam;(é?rﬁ%rw» ‘ ' |
() Tt bt & qerr & gy

(4) SR 7 q HF 7 ‘ . e

ity on the constitutional order
(2) Supply ultimate mora] justification for legal coercion

(3) Offer an empirical explanation for mass obedience
(4) All of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/LL.M. )(SET-Y)/(B)
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54.

25
Pead B U g & oNaw, g & wg @ et wmar B oo

(1) GIeNH Sraen qv Ne-argept Ner yarT &

(2) L STEEEN D ™ eift s o war @

(3) aiies ensaiRar & g us ATNISTT TR HaT B LAT
(4) SUAH Jfl

A feminist critique attacks the "reasonable-person” standard in self-defence as gender-

biased. Which jurisprudential school supplics the strongest analytic tools for exposing
this bias ?

(1) Legal Realism

(2) CLS indeterminacy critique

(3) Post-modern jurisprudence

(4) All of the above

TH FRIERI AT et 7 ‘Sfua-aafke’ AFe 9x [Ri-veae $ =g

TAST AN 8 | B-T1 AT TR 59 Q@IS H IR HA B 7 Fa8
TS REATONCTR SUDYOT HG HIAT § 7

(1) T gurER

(2) & TE T AREadr ST
(3) STR-STYh L

(4) IRH T

In John Finnis's theory, "practical reasonableness" is best described as :
(1) An instrumental means to pursue the other basic lgoods
(2) A value bestowed by positive law alone .

(3) Anirreducible basic good that guldes dehberatlon among worthwhlle forms of life
(4) None of the above

S Ba % fasia o, a:naaﬁma?‘nwm aﬁwﬁaﬁaﬁ%ﬁww
afeTa fepar ar & -

(l)amwma@aﬁa%anﬁaaﬁrwww
(2) A FHRIHE HFA ST —Er 147 T

@Qzﬁ@mﬁaﬁﬂgﬁmﬂamﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁ%mw%ﬁﬁaﬁaﬂ—ﬁmﬁw
ANELT hidar &

(4) U<k H 9 B3 &l
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56.

97.

e

A

s B
‘or him, an unjust humay, sty
$o il ]401‘ hlln, dll“
distinguishes lex humana from lex divina. R

Aquinag
is : ill binding in foro interno
. g 1 1ot v 1t still b1 .
(1) Valid law lacking moral l(,glllmd(,).’ b : cORLGIES enforced to prevent dlsordqr
(2) No law ag ay| (non est lex)-though it may be ¢ [ creating obligations
S cr
Q3) A nullity both morally and Iegally, incapable o

) Al of the above

T SR QAT ) A e A o wr BT T
RRIR L G ST e B STt 5
(1) g m?m%waﬂaw%»aﬁﬂmﬁ R

I |

58.

3) Judges rely on a rule of recognition to validate an emergency ordinance
(4) None of the above : '

) v & & g

In Jurgen Habermas's discourse theory, legal normg attain legitimacy when rooted in an
"ideal speech situation." Which modern  institutiong mechanism  most closely
approximates that condition ? b

(1) Judicial review by apex constitutional coyrtg

testimony
(4) All of the above

3) Parliamentary committees open to real-time pypjic deliberation ang expert

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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gl BT D wa=T Reier ¥, el Aede ‘omast wier ReRr ¥ fifeg
Rkl q; ?'E‘r‘aa‘r T WA ¥ -ar enyfres wRerr o 99 Ry # oaEy
(1) S&= G =t arr =i e

2) T g A 9T I s due

~(3)Wﬂﬁ%ﬁamﬁmimﬁmm%%aw—mafaﬂrﬁsﬁqaﬂmﬁ%

[T T 8
4) ST Ty

The rule-skeptic wing of American Legal Realism would most confidently predict an
appellate outcome by analysing:

(1) Linguistic content of the governing statute

(2) Socio-economic backgrounds and ideological leanings of the judges
(3) Historical evolution of the relevant common-law doctrine

(4) None of the above

SRS Hrl Forefare @ Free-wleal g ged ot erefieaE &
Fr=fiiaa &1 fasawer a3 ardici aRomT @ wisgamel w5 -

(1) MTEHT HA A 9wWE GEEh -
(2) ~=mETieT S AEITER-enfiE gy ofik =R
(3) ST AHF-HA Rysia &1 ARreiie Qe

- (4) SE F 9 HE T5

Dworkin's "law as integrity" diverges from Hart's inclusive positivism primarily on the
issue of : : :

(1) Whether officials must converge on a single rule of recognition

(2) Semantic versus pragmatic theories of constitutional meaning

(3) Institutional versus moral legitimacy of legal rules i

(4) All of the above ‘ | .
A= b1 ‘oTETT & BT H BN T w9 ¥ 5@ P W EE B qHRh
TgedrE 9 ST 8 _ |

(1) =T AfRRIRET @ ATaar & b & Frem 9) gend e =R

(2) Haefes 1Y & STYel T HAeeRe Rawia

(3) T FEEE @ G a9\ SR Syar

(4) SuH AT
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28 seation thesis" fails, where - ”
Bl i sation thesis ) P 63
. "normal-justifica .
he "m"h".gg are procedurally impeccable yet opaque to subjects
.(’CC( D ¢

60. In Raz's theory, 1 '
r own, better comply with the balance of reasons than by

1) The authority's pt .
((2) Subjects can, ("(lh((,l;;ly'q R
TolloIng “"iill‘pistcmically inferior to the authority on relevant facts

(3) Allcitizens ¢ ‘ |

' » of the above ~ o

(4) t;b:)nc Oi.l(hta} ‘ . i , o iy 12 .

Q’ ’ ‘ Ne

Tmﬁwwa%qﬁmﬁqmmwa%aﬂg’ﬁ\mﬁ \
(L

rqRest S & ‘ ] .
(7);W,W%ﬁi‘sﬁaﬂwmﬁﬁgamﬁ,ammér,m%

Hgerd H SBAX TS q U HT Geha N
(3) @l FERE TERH Tl W) wifesTer § sieerss wq A A ¥
(4) ITAH H q Py AL
A tribal customary law denies women inheritance rights. A woman challenges this

citing Article 15. Which judicial standard applies ?

(1) Test of manifest arbitrariness

(2) Strict scrutiny as it affects gender equality

(3) Deference to Article 371 A protecting customary laws

(4) All of the above )
@W@qumﬁﬁm%aﬁwm%aﬁﬁm%u
@Wa@alswmﬁ@@ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%lﬁ?—wwﬁmw
@ e & 7 '
(1) T A9 1 qdyeqor -
(2) I F9FaT B g B anht e S
(3)WWﬁWWﬁW3ﬂA.WW
(4) IRF 9t - ;

62. A Company challenges a Retrospective Tax Law under Article 14. The challenge will
likely succeed if : e
(1) The law imposes disproportionate liability without justification .. -
(2) The retrospective element is excessive
(3) The classification appears arbitrary ,
(4) All of the above S '
P PO AT 14 B qeq qderdt B TR
@_:TEI%H'WEFIT%,ZT%: ' ks &Eﬁ%‘ﬁm
(1) g7 fomm et ohferr & e g T Y
(2) dermdt axg s D
(3) eFiteBzer mvmmT s St
(4) SU=H gefr .

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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Consmuuon (Amendment) Act mand
tcstmg local body elections. 1t is ¢l
1chancc of success ?

f ates minimum educational qualifications for
allenged as discriminatory. Which argument has

pes
() It violates equality before law under Article 14

2 [t restricts adult suffrage mdnutly
3) It creates unrcasonable exclusion
@) None of the above

Gfaer (deeE) oM e feer 3
e s B ferg FIEeH 9RO

Mamm?lsﬁﬁ@qmuim et S el

mﬁaﬁﬂaﬁeﬁma‘m‘qm%?g\ g

(1) 98 TS| 14 & ded BT B qHET T Bl SealE HLl B
(2) T8 ST TA A TATH FANUHR B e B

(3) g8 ST SfREhR S+ ®

(4) SIH H | B/E T

g4. A writ of quo warranto can be issued, when :

’G-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)

65. In the context of Const

(1) The holder of a public office was not vahdly appointed

(2) The office itself is unconstitutional

(3) There is violation of eligibility norms

(4) All of the above

= A= # e g S ST e B, S
(1)%@%W%Wﬂ%%ﬂ@q%ﬁgﬁa€fﬁmwm

(2) FETEE E=E STAILTD S

(3) 9T ATES! I IeiE ©

(4) Sudn A4l

itution's Federal Structure, which of the following features is not

essential ?
(1) Supremacy of the Constitution (2) Independent judiciary

(3) Absolute division of financial poWerS (4) None of the above ,

SR & g o & e ﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁa—@ﬁ%ﬂa{mwaﬁ
3 7 ,

(1) wiferer @t eres L (2) e ST |

(3) i oRedt @ @t e (4) ST # 9§ B ol
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e teanies rolates 1O
Principles. This is challenged. The issuc relates t

i construction
(2) Doctrinc ()f’harmomous

(1) Basic structure doctrine
(3) Doctrine of prospective overruling — (4) All of the above L e S
o GRS dMeT oEa 31 ¢ @ asd HET Eﬁ L : -

RraiRa @l R0 gd g @) o ) gar e @ et C

(1) g d3=+1 Ryaia (2) oyt FHEfeT < RIc

(3) T eIy w1 Rysaia (4) Sud<h A

The 44th Amendment substituted "armed rebellion” in Article 352 in place of "interna
disturbance." This indicates :

(1) Narrowing of grounds for Emergency

(2) Strengthening of federal safeguards

(3) Response to misuse during 1975 Emergency

(4) All of the above .
449 delle J orgedT 352 H ‘oriaRe iRy @ O WX Ao R
ST 59T | a8 SR @t B ,

(1) SAITHBT % TT SR BT He =T

(2) HE= GRE SURT B ASTg

(3) 1975 % ST & R Qe B SrT

(4) SRIE Tf

68. A PI’L is filed for a declaration that a religious denor‘ninaﬁon‘s temple pfacfice violates
dignity of women. Which principle will the Court balance ? ' By

(1) Essential religious practices te“s,’yju . (2) Rightto equality and dignity

o

(3) Constitutional morality

D ART war wfeened w wimr
qferd s ? ; ; i
() s il st G ) w 'i

(3) Henfes A T SR
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B
go. The doctrine of legitimate expectation applics, when:
(1) A public authority makes o consistent past practice
(2) Anexpress promise or representation is made
(3) The change violates natural justice
(@) All ot the above .
Ay AT BN Rysicr aw @rp den ¥, o1
(1) @ wEstihag mivaso ueg YU NWQ Ay epeer o
(2) T W Ay ar wiRiMie @ o 8
(3) uRadH g =g @ Seaud B o
@) I9AH [
70. A constitutional amendment inserts Article 19(2A), limiting freedom of speech in the
interest of "digital sovercignty." Which is a valid ground for challenge 2/
(1) Overbreadth and vagueness
(2) Violation of basic structurc
(3) Disproportionate restriction on speech
(4) All of the above
T YT delee orgeRw 19(2A) W @fARi wxen ®, o Fefrest @y
3 g § iRy = wdEar @ G BT 81 gAR & R a9
YR B 7 -
(1) sTfoeTgsar SR STegsedl
(2) O @1 H IcwET
(3) ST 9X STEIA Hfaee
(4) SULh Gl : |
71. A contract contains a clause waiving the right to approach any Court or Tnbunal in
India in perpetuity. This clause is challenged. Which will the Court consider 2.
(1) Whether the clause amounts to a void restraint-under Section 28- - :
(2) Whether parties had equal bargaining power
(3) Whether alternative dispute resolution is available
(4) None of the above - . -
@aﬁaaﬁ@@g@m%sﬁwﬁﬁﬁmﬁrwmmﬁéﬁwﬁ
aﬁ%ammmamgmn%m@g%m%|sﬁaga€rgﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁn€%l
e fea ae faeme st ,
(1) a1 @z o9 28 maﬁﬁaﬁqﬁfﬁm%m% b 1 sl
'(Z)amcra%‘r%qmw#ﬁr%mvﬁa%aﬁ—ﬁﬁ
(3) =/ azsi%mﬁ fereme @HTETT ST &

(4) Sues § @ g A
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72. A contract is made
third party later ratifics the sale. What
(D Validity is retroactively established through r
as void until ratification
3) Ratification by an undisclosed principal is imp

“) All of the above

@a@éﬂ%ﬁﬂ?@?%wﬁﬁaaﬁﬂmﬁéﬁﬁ
ﬁmm%neﬁmwaﬂﬁﬁaﬁaﬂgﬁam%laﬁaq
T YR et & 7
(1)%@3&6%%1&@6&1@@@{@%@@%

(2) g TS gfte o LA A
(3) T oFea FRyas &R gfte ST B
(4) STH a+l -

73. A contract states:
When sued for breach, the

depends on :
(1) Whether buyer's discretion was absolute and illusory

(2) Whether mutuality of obligation exists
(3) Whether courts can imply good faith into performance
(4) All of the above '
@Waﬁmw%:“maﬁsﬂaﬁw,wﬁw—m%
Ww%ﬁaﬁaﬁaﬁm@n”maﬁw%ﬁmwwﬁmm
i,?_;ﬁ%@ﬁmwm%ﬁsaﬁéaﬁ%mwﬂ o7 | SedsEeT 36 W R
(1) =R el &1 fadergel ol 9T or |

(2) a7 St @ qREREA ARG 8 ~

(3) = =g e # wEHE oot R T

(4) SU G
_t terms "without

A party includes a clause tHét"'alloWs unilate ; G
. inclu ral amendment of contr
 prior notice." The enforceability of such a clause depends on : nttfl(:

(1) Whether it defeats consensus ad idem
(2) Whether it violates the principle of unconscionability
(3) Whether implied duty of fairness limits enforcement

(4) All of the above

2) Original contract W .
’ crmissiblc

d on market fluctuation."

buyer desires, base :
nbinding. Enforceability

"Delivery to be made if
the contract was no

buyer claims

74.
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'qzsq&TﬁQ?fstci*smmsr?‘ﬂeqauﬂ gl ® gl gEeT @ AT TR

HMET Bl STgAR /ar V1 g9 oww B ws A gadsuer g6 07 Fe w6l ¥
(1) =1 8 Wiy @ g aar @

(2) T FE AN Ryia @1 Sewiasy pear 2

() T e w1 MR wder wyads @y @i B B

(4) ITH Gt

‘A’ agrees to pay 'B' ¥ 1 lakh "if India wins the World Cup and it rains in Delhi on the
same day." "B' performs his end but the event doesn't happen. This contract is :

(1) Valid as a contingent contract under Section 32

(2) Void due to impossibility of event combination

(3) Voidable due to uncertain triggering condition

(4) None of the above’

‘A, 'B' B 1 9Rg ®9F 2 P Riw gend T 3 ‘o wra Rsg Ha Siadar @
AR SO R et & aifker &t 317 'B' o191 S289 QT HIAT 8 AfhT gen
21 8t 81 I8 TS B

(I)W32%WBWEBWH%W?—{%ET

(2) AT HASTH & STETEAT B BT L

3) siHfREa foofr Rafq & wrer g

(4) STH F q g &

An employment agreement restrains the émployee from working in the same industry
for two years post-termination, anywhere in India. This clause is tested against :

(1) Section 27 on post-employment restraints.

(2) Reasonableness standard as per Indian contract law -

(3) Enforceability under public mterest and falrness
(4) All of the above
@Wﬂﬁ@mﬁaﬁaﬁwﬁaﬁsﬁ W%ma‘rmma‘eﬁ

,mﬁwmﬁﬁﬁw%lamwﬁmﬁw%mmm%

(I)W%m%qﬁiﬁ@rwwm
(2)WG@HW%WWW
(3) wrdIfes fod oNT Froderar & qgq, seca
(4) SUp G+l
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, etitive exam
: o~ cs for comp
77. A minor engages a  private tutor and receives S((:jrwznds on :
preparation. Later, the tutor sucs for fees. The (?ut(','omzzl Cgcction 68
(1) Whether the tutoring qualifies as "necessaries”™ under '

(2) Whether contract is void but restitution still possib.le-.
(3) Whether the guardian ratifies the contract post-majority

(;a); All Oflhcgl—;?vf;d} 2 Hear el ufrEnh ader B dard 3

RTQ qa o spzar 1 9w A, oex ©E B g geaHr B S | bl
X iR aar R .
(I)WE?SHWGS%W‘GWQW’%@ﬁIﬁW%

(2) =1 o3y g ¥ AfpT wRORf onft ot deg B

) =1 A Tgra $ A orgEy A gie wear @

(4) S=F gf

78. A contract is terminated through mutual consent. One party later alleges economic
duress at the time of termination. The validity of that claim turns on :
(1) Whether consent was free under Section 14
(2) Whether duress vitiates mutual discharge
(3) Whether post-discharge rights can revive
(4) All of the above
U STHY U Wenfy § Wt v ¥ W § uwe ym gHRy B o6y
awfémaawwa@va*nar%lwaﬁﬁ%amwwﬁﬁtaﬂ?ﬁ%:
(l)ammtrm%aaawﬁrgweﬁ
(2) =41 =@ I R B w@T FRAT T ,
) 1 Jh % o= & bR Ao o gey S
(4) SWp Tt :

79. 'A' and 'B' contract under a mistaken belief regarding a repealed Indian Tax Law. The
Court may hold the contract : :
(1) Valid as mistake of law in force in India is not excusable
(2) Void under Section 20 due to bilateral mistake of essential fact
- (3) Voidable because mistake was induced by silence
(4) None of the above : e
A' IR B uh FRET AT #X B @ aR F YR & qed oTgEy
HIA T | FARTT STHET B 59 TpR A G T
(1) a=, i IR # @] BT 3 T aET AN Sd R
(2)amswawa%%q&ﬁuﬂaﬁt%2mwmvzo%asﬁsgq
) LEFHMT i ol A9 8Ry ARG
(4) SWE § q #Hs F8
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A defendant in a commercial suit (Order V r. 1 Proviso) is allowed to fil

2l
() SUAw H A HE T
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clause in ¢ act s

rfzason, or 011s201C:.1'}l{7(\17(l‘11c:(-?lgiss*: "’\l‘,h.ht agreement shall not be adjudged by tpirness,
: cha dispute ariscs, the Court will :

(1) apply Indian public policy and cquitable principles |

(2) f‘espcct the parties' intention to exclude cquily.l )

3) 111texp}'cl the clausc as a disclaimer, not binding on Courts.

(4) All of the above

2?22% im‘lj g‘éﬂﬁvm R “qeld @y FroreT, HIOT AT AT E SATE

1 S P g Ia= diar 8, a1 e

(1) SR adsifyes ARy ol =i Rl 1 L HT |

) RS P TET W D gl B R B A BT

(3) T = =RET SRR B WA H B, S AEEEH gL A

(4) SRi<p Tt

SRt AT B |

e his written

court giving no reasons except "in the

statement on the 141st day after service, the
s with the CPC and Supreme Court

interest of justice." Which outcome accord

precedent ?

(1) Acceptance is void ip
(2) Defect is curable because the bar i
(3) The order is voidable, not void, an

(4) None of the above

Wg?ﬁﬂﬁ(aﬂ%ﬂﬁeﬂ?.lmm)ﬁqﬁaﬁﬁﬁm%mﬁfﬁ?
m%@ﬁwa@ﬁmﬁaﬁqﬁﬁm%w“mﬂ%%ﬁﬁ”
%Waﬁéwﬁmlaﬁﬂ—wwwaﬁwﬁaw%

(1) = @ & g 8 120 fe=} & 1% HE FAHEERR el Tl
(Z)aaﬁmﬁsmwaw%zﬁﬁﬁsqﬁ#aﬁ%awm%,aﬁaﬁqﬁl

(3) emRer EEHTNT &, o T E, AT = Daer o F gART & S FHA

so jure; no discretion survives after 120 days.
s directory, not mandatory.
d can be challenged only in appeal.

Suit-1 (declaration of title) is instituted in Agra on 1 March, 2025. Suit-z (injiiflétion)
involving the identical land and parties is filed in Kanpur on 15 February, 2025 and is
pending when Suit-1 is filed. How should the Agra court proceed ?

(1) Stay Suit-1 under Section 10 because Suit-2 is the previously-instituted suit,

(2) Invoke Section 24 and transfer one proceeding to avoid conﬂicting decrees.- ,

(3) Proceed with Suit-1 ; Section 10 is»inapplicable when reliefs differ.

(4) All of the above



5 L
X -1 (enfere @l ferom) T FRET Ty %\1

| owr, 2025 @ o A gwE ) (Friver) 15 @2adl, 2025 & FBrgy
T offiy o uell @ @l {l""‘”,'”.fﬁ qe wifere &1 SR AT %y i
TR DWN Y] ?\ \'g'ﬂ{ ?1{])({]][‘ [R4E2K¢ D}v { q
M ] "ty ? o i A2 TEA A& T
(D) o1 10 & geq geanr-1 9y Ah Y -

T 19 HehaHT Rl S = 3 foo ush Eﬁlﬁaléi Fr

AR & | T 10 @ TE Sng
) THE-1 & Gy oM g9, A3 s R

e

(4) IuAH 9f :

3 o g . i : ' f several sharers) dieg

83. After a preliminary decree in a partition Sl.llt,. X (or.leh Ot tement is correct ?

intestate. No substitution takes place within limitation. Whic sta ffoctive

(1) Proceedings wholly abate; preliminary decree also becomes 1ne y

(2) Only X's share abates; suit survives inter se remaining partlfs. I
(3) Court can cure abatement if substitution application shows "sutticien !

(4) None of the above o
W%wﬁﬁwﬁ%%ﬁ%mﬂX(%‘%@?ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ)aﬁﬂgé
ST B | W STafy B ofiax g wfemema wdt ST 21 Ae-ar e E%‘?';?
(1) HEAE G TRE q G B ol T, RPN Ay off ey & S ¥
(2) F= X' 1 fewd A Br ¥; gereHr 99 wet B v ST @ B
(@ﬁ%mﬁw‘@w%’%@m%ﬁrwwsmﬁaﬁm

T ThaT B | A |
(4) SWRrw F q FE T

84. A plaint was dismissed for default on 10 April, 2022. Plaintiff filed a fresh suit on the
same cause on 8 April, 2025 (limitation period 3 years). Which single bar stymies the
second suit ? e 7
(1) Order IX rule 9 statutory bar. ;

(2) Res judicata because previous dismissal was "on merits."

(3) Limitation is already exhausted.

(4) All of the above

10 o1, 2022 %1 g RepEd H Reke $ HROT TRST 6T RBar = oy
IET T TEN BT F 8 o, 2025 (AT erafy 3 o) @ ww T gebar aRR
pAT | -l GepeT ATET gAY HehaA B A D ?

(1) smesr IX Fam 9 Jerfeep smer) - e
(2) & Sfeder, wiifs fud aaferl “qor-dy & o w q;i
(3) €41 srafy wed & weiey B T 1
(4) SR adr
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g5. A decree is passed jointly against A, B, C. Only C appeals and later withdraws ;he
appeal unconditionally. Exccution i is sought against A and B alone. Which is sound

(1) Execution against 'A' and 'B' is maintainable; decree is final as to them.
(2) Execution lics against all three; withdrawal by 'C' revives decree qua him.
(3) Whole decree is in limbo until appellate limitation for A and B SHpIres.
(4) None of the above

A B, C & o wgw w7 A ub R wiRa @ ot B 1 Haer C STHIT BT
T AR 9= F R ot omfiw aww @ @ar B daw A oY B & g o
H AR B S T BT g @ D ?

(1) 'A' &R 'B' & fPrew Rreaee ag w@d 99 ®; oI e feeh ol 21

Q) S B Frew P D 'C oERT Al Sud Rew B @ e e
2

(S)ﬁgﬁ%ﬁaaamamﬁmﬁeﬁ%mwﬁswG?IT'B'%%Q
ST AT 9T 81 &Y S |

(4) SWI<h H § HIS TE

86. Removed trustees (by decree under Section 92) file a new ’suit asserting adverse

possession over trust land. Pick the right legal answer :

(1) Suit is barred under res judicata and Section 11 Explanations IV & VL

(2) Suit is maintainable if framed as a personal claim, not in representative: capac1ty

- (3) Leave of court under Section 92(3) isa condltlon precedent
(4) All of the above

mm;@(w%%m%ﬁm)ma%@wmmmw
m@wwwwmﬁ%laﬁwﬁwgﬁ

(I)qu%%aﬁtmllm@wlvmw%maﬁh%l

(Z)gmmﬁmﬁaﬁ%wﬁ?ﬁméﬁwwwﬁﬁw% T
afcf=fer emer H 1

(3) aRT 92 (3) B TET AR ﬁaﬁrﬂ%f Th SR B
(4) SUs |ef
"G-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B) ARSI L i el B g
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87.

88.

89,

}

1 is challenged. Best remedy 9 4

‘injunctior
. T Y ‘] ()‘ ll]‘]lll1
An order declining to punish fo hlul)d e
y : R <1 (). . . b
(1) Appeal under Ordet ,\1,1]1]1 ;.l (ch 5 gidbk is fiot dppe
yeceti ceaus

’ VIS or Section 115D
(2) Revision unde

i arred
nvial sing barred.
(3) Writunder Article 227 only, revision being

LA A AR B FARR
(4) None of the above " TP 2 a
FRuIET & Sewms B R dfd s & §ThR

ST @1 999 1wy gur ?

(1) em&er XL v 1 (r) & deq gnﬂan e
(2) 9T 115 & geaq geieg F=iifs gTr%‘ST aTqiet %”la

() Faw e1gedz 227 B dwa Re, Wi aft

) SUdw 7 A P T8

i e ide an ex-parte decree thy
A mortgagee, never a party to the suit, applies to set aside

imperils his security. Proper Statutory route ? . 18]

(1) Application under Order IX rule 13 read with Section .
(2) Suit for declaration plus consequential relief. .
(3) Application under Section 47 treating him as 'representative’.

Defendant argues that plaintiffs earljer acquittal bars the tort claim. Which best
Captures the Jaw 2 . i1 : :
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/ .ave to defend is condition: o
g o0 olf day 33 citing bank slrilll?.]golllll::'): pd(::\f\)/(c?:l'lmg % 10 lakh i 30 days. Deposit i3 2
) Rigid: leave stands revoked automatical‘ly
7) Court may enlarge time under Scction I4t£ (
8; I(\)]g:]yeaopfp&llasg g\(/):rl, not trial court, can cure default.
| a’mazﬁmiaexgnﬁmﬁ:fﬁmommrmaﬁr%l
m%%gq%aﬁ:rwﬁ?mm%lwaﬁmﬁﬁ:
(1)W23ﬂqﬁfﬁﬁzﬁﬁm€ﬁ%l
(2) =T HRT 148 (erftrepa 30 aﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ)%aﬁwa@m%‘
(%Wmﬁﬁﬂamm,ﬁﬁﬁww’?ﬁﬁmwm%'
(4) ST A 9 Py el

g1. Under Hindu Law, the marria
with full rites and parental consent.

The petition's fate rests on :
bsent under H

(1) Option of puberty doctrine is a
Section 12 at bride's option before 18.
rites confer full validity; no annulment is possible.
ly . punishable, not void or

(2) Consent plus customary
(3) Child Marriage Restraint Act makes marriage on
voidable:
(4) None of the above : ]
' 17aﬁa%q%ﬁaﬁ121aﬁ%g€qwﬁw€@
g ux, AR

%gma:f%aga,
ﬁ%—ﬁaﬁ@?w—ﬁmaﬁmﬁfamm%nm
ﬁqﬁm%lmﬁﬂmmgﬁﬂﬁﬁt

4

maximum 30 additional days).

man aged 21 is solemnised

woman aged 17 and a
the woman seeks nullity.

geofa
On attaining majority,

MA; marriage is voidable only under

Il B
(1) HMA & T&d 1 fereRed ;
aed 3 18 af & Ued #H geor W
(2)§1§rai‘ﬂsrema — st et eaT SE B . A PR 69
!
frae @ daw dsd Sl R, g9

' 92. A wife obtains a decree for restitution of conjugal rights. After two 'yeéf§ the husband
uous maintenance. She now files for divorce.

still refuses cohabitation but pays contin

Which statutory route is proper ? _

(1) Section 13(1A)(ii) HMA - non-resumption after RCR decree for one year

(2) Section 13B mutual consent is mandatory before converting RCR to divorce
27 Special Marriage Act by analogy ¥

(3) Section

4) All of the above : ‘ .
(SET-Y)/(B) iy T AR L "':ff:‘.".;’. i PUT.O.
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97.

B
. & FrelE (g
: =i 1) =, IS0 = F WL BT o |
=1 - Ry :
a. ~ah- TSt
b. zl:;q—aﬁw% fasw atferEh T
c. o H Iwgyrfcresdr

d. [RT-gezer gu=an
) gﬁlr_q%ﬁ g g farfeder a1 gafleTg (2025) - &1 112 (i
¢

(11) ?’;Fﬁ)?;lmw B m—sa@ﬁ ga| getretg (2025) - 8T 106(2) =1 TG

gHeTTeT # RIS &1 wheleA)
(iii);?ﬁrtr BRF s geftens (2024) - ORT 104 @I g (STl A 2Ry

&)
(iv) T FAR 9 gafrensg (2025) - RT 63 & dsd ddled AR F
W 3)?3- ﬂ-a: : . .o . d coe
(1) a-i, b-ii, c-iii, d-iv (2) a-i, b-ii, c-1v, d-iii

(3) a-ii, b-i, c-iii, d-iv (4) Sug<h | Fs TS

Assertion (A) : In Mithu v. State of Punjab '(1983) the Supreme Court struc'k <.iown
mandatory death in IPC Section 303; hence Section 104 BNS, though similarly

worded, is unconstitutional,

- Reason (R) : Mithu held that any sentencing provision eliminating judicial discretion

PG-EE

in capital cases violates Articles 14 and 21.

Correct answer is :

(1) Both A and R are true and R correctly explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) Aistrue, but R is false. .

(4) None of the above - : ‘

SARHTT (A) : Porg mmm ST X (1983) # wdteT <mEmE Y [pe g7 303
ﬁeﬁaﬁg@a’gaﬁﬁmawﬁm,WWlMBNS,qaﬁWs@ﬁ

-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(B)
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98. Multiple-Statements (Sclect only the correct oncs) :

In Lok!m Foundation v, UQ] (2025), while reading Scction 248 BNS (false rape
accusation) the Court laid down :

(1) The offence is non-cognisable and requires a court complaint.
(11) The complainant's identity must remain confidential even when charge is proved

falsc.

(iif) The prosecution must establish mens rea of malicious intent beyond reasonable
doubit.

Choose the right option :

(1) Only (i) and (iii) are correct (2) Only (ii) is correct

(3) (). (ii) and (iii) are all correct (4) None of the above

Sg-hYH (??ﬁaa?a?ama'qqaﬁ)

Shied BIESSN a9 gallens (2025) H, = 248 BNS (@ F@ER @
STRI¥) & o4 gT =g 3 FaiRa @

(1) STy AR-G3ig BT X oo g = A ReRaa & etasdssar B

(i) TR FgoT T 8 9X ff ReprcaEal @ ge== MU B =y |
(iil) SATFS 9e7 T IR R § W GAMETIYON R YRS HIAT =Ry |
el faeeT g4 - '

(1) Ba= () % (i) @Y & (2) A« (i) ¥& B

(3) (D, (i) TR (i) T+ I (4) STRH § q HE AL

99. Tarun, already serving life imprisonment, stabs a warder to death. Relying on Bachan
Singh v. State of Punjab (1980) and Jaideep Prince (2024), the Trial Court must :

(1) impose death mandatorily under Section 104 BNS because the Section so directs.
~ (2) conduct a sentencing hearing and weigh mitigating factors despite Section 104's text.

(3) declare Section 104 unconstitutional in limine and revert to Section 302 framework.

(4) All of the above

TEU, S UBd A B SeiEad HRE™E & G Hie WM 8, TH deX &I =g

HiqepT Bl HY adl &1 =99 g s9m gon" 5" (1980) ok sEdiw i

(2024) 9T HUAT FHLA gL, TIA IS H

(1) a=T 104 BNS & ded ERd &9 § g &8 00 =ifey, Fife aRT o« r
ferder < 2 '

@) a=T 104 & U & GEeE §O0 GAW B Y g wX oX & B aw
Rl BT aoTd Y | _

(3) aRT 104 = TAGenFTE AT HY IR gRT 302 H IR W ATH AL |

@) Suh G '
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i . D tl 4 l y . / ]) (: ll

. ln
ion 112 BNS (anti-gan
the Special Marriage Act was read down; therefore Section g) My
c < N E
i i infri acy. '

be invalidated for infringing priv | N |

- R) : The Supreme Court in Centre for Publ.lc Ix?terest L'ltllgétltIO{l f(‘2025). Saig

fl{l;ea?s(\),:a(uc ;urvcillance-stylc policing provisions inevitably violate in Ormatiop,
privacy.y

Correct answer is :

(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.
(3) Ais false, but R is true.

(4) None of the above

SBET (A) ¢ B, FETEF T gatrens 2017) & =2 fagiy EEIE
SRR & 30-Rawgeg TSI~ -T ey ﬁg;q
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1. A tribal customary law denies women inheritance rights. A woman challenges this
citing Article 15. Which judicial standard applies ?
(1) Test of manifest arbitrariness
(2) Strict scrutiny as it affects gender equality
(3) Deference to Article 371 A protecting customary laws
(4) All of the above

T HAMRAR TAMTT HIA AfSwell H STmR & bR & i war 3

TH AR ISR 15 & sai 9 gY 3 FARN 3N B | Pe-ar =i 7w
A Bar ® 7 »

(1) O J9H9=T BT gheqor
- (2) N gHHar B gwWifad s gl 9&d S

(3) SETTE AT & [/ HA AT ATDR 371 A BT G991
(4) IIRH

2. A Company challenges a Retrospective Tax Law under Article 14. The challenge will
likely succeed if :

(1) The law imposes disproportionaté liability without justification
(2) The retrospective element is excessive

(3) The classification appears arbitrary
(4) All of the above '
TH HIAT STIWS 14 B TEA FHATR FX HHLF B FARH 2 T gAR wH
B W GHqE ®, AR o |
(1) A e el ol & St {Tar wermer ©
(2) @ a ITcafees @
(3) afteeer T s & ®
- (4) I9Ap Gt

3. The Constitution (Amendment) Act mandates minimum educational qualifications for

contesting local body elections. It is challenged as discriminatory. Which argument has
best chance of success ?

(1) It violates equality before law under Article 14
(2) Itrestricts adult suffrage indirectly

(3) It creates unreasonable exclusion

(4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P F. O.
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e () s et fem g qsY $ R S e
Meﬁaﬁm%lsﬁmmﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂé%lﬁmﬁﬁ
eear 3 qEY oifte darger ¥ ?
(l)uaaagaﬁm%agaw%maiammmm%
(2)wiwwﬁmmﬁqﬁaﬂﬁm%

(3) g8 orgfa SR=PR I @
(4) SUAH F § Hig TEl

4. A writ of quo warranto can be issued, when :
(1) The holder of a public office was not validly appointed
(2) The office itself is unconstitutional
(3) There is violation of eligibility norms
(4) All of the above
| T # Re a9 Srd @ o7 Tl 8, I
(l)wmm%maﬁaamaﬁgﬁqﬁﬁmwm
Q) FETE @E FHAE ©
(3) QT HIFES! B SceiET ©
(4) STh T

5. In the context of Constitution's Federal Structure, which of the following features is not
essential ? : ’
(1) Supremacy of the Constitution (2) Independent judiciary
(3) Absolute division of financial powers (4) None of the above

éﬁm%ﬁﬁwﬁ%%ﬁzﬁﬁ,ﬁmﬁiﬁaﬁﬁﬁaﬁq—@ﬁﬁﬂmmwﬁﬁ

&0 ‘
(1) dfga @ |aresdrn (2) @d YT
3) fa<ha wiiRpat @1 qoi fasrs (4) IWP H | Hg &

6. A Constitutional amendment expands the immunity under Article 31 C to all Directive
Principles. This is challenged. The issue relates to :

(1) Basic structure doctrine (2) Doctrine of harmonious construction

(3) Doctrine of prospective overruling (4) All of the above
@ﬁaﬁmﬁsﬁweﬁa@z3lc%mmaﬁasﬁﬁ%smmﬁm
R &ar &1 38 g & 8 ¥ gE B | wefa R

(1) g1 dxan fasta (2) grsEget e @1 fasia

(3) wEr sttt #r R (4) STAH &
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The 44th Amendment substituted "armed rebellion” in Article 352 in place of "internal
disturbance."” This indicates :

(1) Narrowing of grounds for Emergency

(2) Strengthening of federal safeguards

(3) Response to misuse during 1975 Emergency
(4) All of the above

443 GMgT J < 352 # ‘ofiaRRer A’ & TWWH 9X ‘9 [OEe’ &

- ufcrefya frar | s SR wvar

(1) ST & [ SRt @Y HF BT

(2) 9T g U™l @ AT BT

3) 1975%%%%5{?@@@3
(4) SYAH g+t

A PIL is filed for a declaration that a religious denomination's temple practice violates
dignity of women. Which principle will the Court balance ?

(1) Essential religious practices test (2) Right to equality and dignity

(3) Constitutional morality : (4) All of the above ;

T STHfed A I8 - =ifd &1 & e q@r ) T ¥ R uw aifife d@wam
AT gur AR W IR w IwHT BN ¥ wEE e e @

qgfera &am ?
(1) sTasgs 9ifHe Treti HI gAUOT (2) THFAT SN G & ATAHR

(3) "ot Afererar (4) SRA<H Gt

The doctrine of legitimate expectation applies, when :

(1) A public authority makes a consistent past practice

(2) An express promise or representation is made

(3) The change violates natural justice

(4) All of the above '

A9 oTeT T fAEid 99 @R 81T ®, 99 :

(1) T grasi-ie Jfeper Qb e fRsd 1w @iar 2
(2) T T qieT a1 gfafafae fear sar @

(3) 9RaEds arpfaes =™ H1 Iewia Hial @

(4) SuTs T+

P.T.O.
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10. A constitutional amendment inserts Article 19(2A), limiting freedom of speech in the
interest of "digital sovereignty." Which is a valid ground for challenge ?
(1) Overbreadth and vagueness
(2) Violation of basic structure
(3) Disproportionate restriction on speech
(4) All of the above ;
T G delee orgERa 19(2A) P afRfiE Hear ¥, o fSiSTed Wy
3 RRa & ofrafs & wasar & @ wwar 31 gAk B
HYR B ?
(1) srfagerar ol argsedr
(2) 99 I H IswEA
() T YR I ufaEy
(4) SR TN

11. In Joseph Raz's "service conception," legal directives create binding reasons for action
when they :
(1) override subjects' independent assessment in every case.
(2) help subjects better comply with the very reasons that already apply to them.
(3) maximise aggregate social utility compared with all alternatives.
(4) None of the above
SE® TS H QAT FGEROT H, wa:«ﬁﬁi‘ﬂaﬂi—ens‘%%mmmﬁw
T S, 99 9
(1) e 99« § Qudl & @ gedied B SNawEs & ¢ |
(2)mﬁaﬁwmwéwm%aﬁwmﬁﬁmm%sﬁqs@r
q & 3T 9 AF B B
(3) Tt fahedl b QT H |EI WIS IUAET Bl SARaH B ¥ |

(4) SUAE F q Fg TS

12. Within Kelsen's Pure Theory, the Grundnorm chiefly functions to :
(1) Confer non-reductive validity on the constitutional order
(2) Supply ultimate moral justification for legal coercion
(3) Offer an empirical explanation for mass obedience
(4) All of the above
P B g s B AiaY, TS T 9 8 b B B
(1) E@Yenforp sewer 9 IR-STqe@l Qeam G BT
) @ SERaEh & R sifem Afte sl se™ @
(”HT’{%EBGTEHEFIﬁﬁT%%Q@N@WWWW
(4) IUA<H 94l
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13. A feminist critique attacks the "reasonable-person" standard in self-defence as gender-
biased. Which jurisprudential school supplies the strongest analytic tools for exposing

this bias ?
(1) Legal Realism (2) CLS indeterminacy critique
(3) Post-modern jurisprudence (4) All of the above

Teh ARG AT e § Sa-aRkey ame w Ri-vearh & =g &
BT YA B | HIFA-AT AT TA 36 q@IUE H SAFR F B B0 q9q
HoTge fANveHes ITHOT H&H HIT & 7

(1) & e ' (2) 91 o wa AfAfY=aar sieteET

(3) STR-SYFeh IEME (4) SIH |+

14. In John Finnis's theory, "practical reasonableness" is best described as :
(1) An instrumental means to pursue the other basic goods
(2) A value bestowed by positive law alone

(3) An irreducible basic good that guides deliberation among worthwhile forms of life
(4) None of the above

S e & fosia ®, ‘ageiRe aenaiaar & 999 T8 ais 9 39 6K
aﬁfﬁﬁﬂTW%

(1) = FEl a&gell @ o oM H THh aree

(2) B FHRHH HIA &) Rar &1 g

(3) T SruRad-a gl or=er st Sawr & arfe &4 & g fEr-famst @
ARt &ar @
4) Sh H q Hig T8

15. Aquinas distinguishes lex humana from lex divina. For him, an unjust human statute
is :

(1) Valid law lacking moral legitimacy but still binding in foro interno
(2) No law at all (non est lex)-though it may be coercively enforced to prevent disorder

(3) A nullity both morally and legally, incapable of creating obligations
(4) All of the above

QT A G B o A § o™ wRar RSP IER, TH

STEYCT "G HEA ©

(1) 39 A Ed Afe Juar & otwE B, AfFT R off orafe w9 A
B B

(2) g f FEEA T T (A TR AR) - W% 3 STHERAT FH AT B [
gaqdes @ fhar ST wear @

(3) Afaw X HEN 9 q TH AT, ST ARl B a9 F oraHd B

(4) SUTH 9 ' |

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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: "internal point .
16. H. L. A. Hart criticises Austin's command theory by, stressing the "in pPoint op

view." Which scenario best exemplifies Hart's critique ?

(1) Citizens obey traffic rules solely to avoid fines .

(2) Legislators threaten sanctions yet flout entrenched conventions '

(3) Judges rely on a rule of recognition to validate an emergency ordinance

(4) None of the above X :

THouToo B1F ¥ ‘aTiaRE ey g W 3T offeed B HAIS i H

ST =61 | B-w1 ARGET TTE B ST B A I IS § 7

(1) ArR® o A ¥ g9 S Rw A FEE Hoaed B E

(2) R SRt & g9 2 ¥, 5 o e wurel & S B ©

(3) =maTYT STUIARRIN STEARY H HY HA B Q¢ ARGl B FEH W
AT & 8

(4) IWH d § FHg &

17. In Jurgen Habermas's discourse theory, legal norms attain legitimacy when rooted in an
"ideal speech situation." Which modern institutional mechanism most closely
approximates that condition ?

(1) Judicial review by apex constitutional courts
(2) National referenda decided by bare-majority vote

(3) Parliamentary committees open to real-time public deliberation and expert
testimony

(4) All of the above

I BEREE & a9 fasid H, @A AFcs ‘erest s Rufy & ffed

BF 9 Ul AT w2 | HA-E1 oY TR oF ou Rafy & =@

TP -

(1) gatea dagifves Eedl g7 ~ATae aHler

(2) Iof SgHa & 99 U SEAd 9Us |

(3) GEd affEt arafies a9g § st FeR-fmd o) fws @ 3
g gt B

(4) SUAH AT

18. The rule-skeptic wing of American Legal Realism would most confidently predict an
appellate outcome by analysing:

(1) Linguistic content of the governing statute

(2) Socio-economic backgrounds and ideological leanings of the judges
(3) Historical evolution of the relevant common-law doctrine

(4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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20.
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aﬁﬁﬁwﬁamﬁaﬁﬁﬁmﬁwﬁsmaaﬁmamwmﬁ
ﬁw%f@am%sﬁwwmammqﬁmaﬁﬂﬁmvﬁaﬁﬂ

(l)smaﬁnwaﬁmwmzﬁ

- (2) el B FEINTE-onE gegfy ofk =R gwe

(3) wrER AETA-FA i e Afeiye faera
(4) SH H q FIS 7L
Dworkin's "law as integrity" diverges from Hart's inclusive positivism primarily on the

issue of :
(1) Wheéther officials must converge on a single rule of recognition

(2) Semantic versus pragmatic theories of constitutional meaning
(3) Institutional versus moral legitimacy of legal rules

(4) All of the above
gafhd &I ‘STEedl & &Y F FHET FI TY F 59 o W e d gHEsh

TIETETE § ST @
(I)WGWﬁW%WaWWWaﬂTW

(2) Gaures o1 & el I AEeRe R
(3) & FEHl #F GEIrE g9 Afae Juar

| (4) IUTH Gt

In Raz's theory, the "normal-justification thesis" fails, where :
(1) The authority's procedures are procedurally impeccable yet opaque to subjects
(2) Subjects can, on their own, better comply with the balance of reasons than by

following the authority's directives
(3) All citizens are epistemically inferior to the authority on relevant facts

(4) None of the above

T & faaia J, am-ofifae i’ fawer & et 8, ST

(1) sfEesRer & gfshad sfkarrs &9 & Ffed axdt &, Y off fawai & g
3Rl B & |

) v, sifeter & PR # g RS @ gar §, 9T o9 &, HRO B
GIAT H deaX dds q 9T B Thd &

(3) G+ AFR® ATElRe qegl qR AIfeeser § S 9 9 &9 2

(4) IH § q FI$ T81
P.-T:0.
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' : : : s allowed to file his written
21. A defendant in a commercial suit (Order V r. 1 Prov1§o) 1 o eioek "in the

statement on the 141st day after service, the coux:t glegCP C and Supreme Court
interest of justice." Which outcome accords with the

precedent ? .
. . . . . . () S
(1) Acceptance is void ipso jure; no discretion survives after 120 day

(2) Defect is curable because the bar is directory, not mandatory.

(3) The order is voidable, not void, and can be challenged only in appeal

(4) None of the above ;

it gahed (TRe &t oTR. | mamﬁf)ﬁqmré?a%@m% 141&?2;:

ST faRga s ailaw & & orgHfa @ Sl 8, =T “mg & fBd

3 ST BE FROT TE FAA | Aar TR GGG IR wdteT =@ 3

SAERV H FATET © 7

(1) Sgfy = & g7 ¥; 120 R & s 9 a7 |

(2) A9 H S FHar ST FHAT T Hp afersier FrEemers ¥, etfvErd 72

(3) SRS LFHTNT B, LI TE 8, oMK 38 Baw ot F gAww & S Fehell
2 |

(4) SUA=h F | s &

22. Suit-1 (declaration of title) is instituted in Agra on 1 March, 2025. Suit-2 (injunction)
involving the identical land and parties is filed in Kanpur on 15 February, 2025 and is
pending when Suit-1 is filed. How should the Agra court proceed ?

(1) Stay Suit-1 under Section 10 because Suit-2 is the previously-instituted suit.
(2) Invoke Section 24 and transfer one proceeding to avoid conflicting decrees.
(3) Proceed with Suit-1 ; Section 10 is inapplicable when reliefs differ.

(4) All of the above
I &, 2025 1 aFRT ¥ gwaA-1 (Wi @ Swon) i fear e )

A A oI uwell & wefo geha-2 (Fe) 15 wead, 2025 =1 HAYR F
wﬁmw%mwlwaﬁwaﬁa%lmwﬁ%ﬁ

M AT =nfey ?

(1)mlo%aﬁwlwﬁmwmﬁﬁsmzqﬁaa§a
fepar T e B

(2)%246@3&@?@?%&%%@%%@@%@@@
THIART Y |

(3)§cmnn—1%wwﬁa@;am-emmaﬁwmmm#ﬁ@ﬁ
' ;

(4) IU=hH Gt
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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23.

24.

25.

. (2) Execution lies against all three; w

L

Af’ter a prellmina_ry .decrec in a partition suit, 'X' (one of several sharers) dies
intestate. No substitution takes place within limitation. Which statement is correct ?

(1) Proceedings wholly abate; preliminary decree also becomes ineffective

(2) Only X's share abates; suit survives inter se remaining parties. '

(3) Court can cure abatement if substitution application shows "sufficient cause."

(4) None of the above

fr == & gHhed H aRiYs 3 & T, X (2 fweRt 7 | Hr

aﬁ%n%ﬁmm&r%%aﬁémﬁ(’faﬂ%laﬁ?—w;ﬁf H;??a

(1) HrEfardl g a¥e @ a9 & S 8; GRS e s AuwE & SRl ¥

(2) Faw X' H e gEE Sar ; gebaAr A U B o A7 @Al T

(3) T gfeed oTAed ‘Gt HROr REr B, @ EwE IugEE B 3%
HT bl ¢ | ‘

(4) ITAF F q B AL

missed for default on 10 Aprii, 2022. Plaintiff filed a fresh suit on the

A plaint was dis
h single bar stymies the

same cause on 8 April, 2025 (limitation period 3 years). Whic

second suit ?
(1) Order IX rule 9 statutory bar.
(2) Res judicata because previous dismissal was "on merits."

(3) Limitation is already exhausted.

(4) All of the above

10 o, 2022 H T RibEA H RFHlee H HROT @RS HI AT TE AT
(frer erafy 3 ad) ® TH T FHEA AT

ardy T I HROT F 8 I, 2025
fopaT | B T ST gEY HEH B ARl 7

(1) emRer IX frag 9 Nenfores ame |

@) 3@ JfEde, e feed aarert “qor-gry & SR I Al |
(3)%@%@@%@@%%

(4) IAA<H A

A decree is passed jointly against
appeal unconditionally. Execution is soug

(1) Execution against 'A' and 'B' is maintainab
ithdrawal by 'C' revives decree qua him.

A, B, C. Only C appeals and later withdraws the
ht against A and B alone. Which is sound ?

le; decree is final as to them.

(3) Whole decree is in limbo until appellate limitation for A and B expires.

(4) None of the above
P.T.O.

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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26.

27.

c

. YT SHar
A, B, C & fros e @9 @ o R qikd @ ot 81 ®ad C
%aﬁmﬁﬁmﬁgﬁa@am%%ﬁr%l%ﬂaAaﬁTB%ﬁwﬁw
H HAET B S B P-ar g T e ? .
(1) 'A' oIR B' & Rrew frsyee a91g @ ang §; o o e o ¥
(2) T B Frem P 3; 'C' g aE SaS e Bl B g B
T : :
(3) dyet Rea a= @ orex N wed e B o % b A’ R B’ &
ST HHT qHT &t 81 STt |

(4) IIAH § q His TEF

Removed trustees (by decree -under Section 92) file a new suit asserting adverse
possession over trust land. Pick the right legal answer :

(1) Suit is barred under res judicata and Section 11 Explanations IV & VI.

(2) Suit is maintainable if framed as a personal claim, not in representative capacity.

(3) Leave of court under Section 92(3) is a condition precedent.

(4) All of the above

B T TR (U0 92 F qeq R 3N g H 9 9 SR d & aEr

FXT FY Th A1 GHEAT T L ¥ | g B IO I

(1) THT 39 Sgfeadher IR a0 11 &sdieer IV ol VI & aeq afia &1

2) g% ARFT T@ F ' F R N W SN wES arg B, 9 B
qiaiTey aar 7 )

(3) 8T 92 (3) % Ted eI W AFART TH o T

(4) IU=H G

An order declining to punish for breach of injunction is challenged. Best remedy ?
(1) Appeal under Order XLIII r. 1 (7).

(2) Revision under Section 115 because the order is not appealable.

(3) Writ under Article 227 only, revision being barred.

(4) None of the above

ﬁﬁw%aﬁaﬁ%ﬁmﬁéﬁmﬁésﬂwmmﬁmﬂaﬁgﬁﬁﬁa
S B | 999 3TE.T 9T ?

(1) oTRer XLIIr. 1 (r) & d&d oTde |

(2) g 115 & Ted Hees i Ry ordfre dwg =3 &
(3) @aw AT=Ww 227 & ded Re, d@eaw aidfg o

(4) I9G<H | @ w3 TEN

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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28. A mortgagee, never a party to the suit, applies to set aside an ex-parte decree that

imperils his security. Proper statutory route ?
(1) Application under Order IX rule 13 read with Section 151.
(2) Suit for declaration plus consequential relief.

. (3) Application under Section 47 treating him as 'representative'.
(4) All of the above
TH F9F, SN HW o GebaR 1 qerh Sl B, THUEE B B @ gy 3
fTQ ST ar ¥ o Swe gRem @ @ax § SRl ¥ 1 Sta utve w4t
(1) a1 151 & 9 Ry IX frag 13 & ded STeed |
(2) Mo AR qRemR TET B R A=
(3) 38 SR A 8T 9RT 47  dEd ST |
4) S |sf

29. Defendant argues that plaintiffs earlier acquittal bars the tort claim. Which best
captures the law ? 2

(1) Acquittal neither bars nor negates; it is a mandated element of the cause.
- (2) Acquittal conclusively establishes absence of reasonable and probable cause.

(3) Criminal acquittal operates as issue estoppel against defendant.
(4) All of the above

gfErdl B a5 B G @ qed a9 FH RAT AT SUPE &F H A T

2| HIT-AT HFT T T\ 8 ?

(1) 8 7 @ Akl 8 SN 7 & 9Bl 8; T8 HROT B Tp e aw B

() O B [Motgs &9 | IFRa IR dsifad &Rer &l suRafy & wnfa
FHCAT B - ~

(3) U X BAT GREEr & Raw® Je B AHA B 9 F HA HAT 2 |

(4) IIAH G

30. Leave to defend is conditional upon depositing ¥ 10 lakh in 30 days. Deposit is made
on day 33 citing bank strike. Court's power :
(1) Rigid: leave stands revoked automatically.
(2) Court may enlarge time under Section 148 (maximum 30 additional days).
(3) Only appellate court, not trial court, can cure default.
(4) None of the above
gomg @ wdd oTgERy 30 R ¥ X 10 dra S @A & 81 dH wSA A
gare 2 8T 33F R s R Ser ¥ | < woAiRe
(1) FHSRX : STIART & IE & AR & |
(2) =g u)T 148 (sifteRaH 30 oifafes ) & qed a9F FgT T%ar © |
(3)%3@@3@@@,3%%@3@,?@@%%1%%
(4) S H § FHE B

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) A "P.T.O.
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31.

32.

- (ii) "Exception is prima facie discriminatory; review pendin

C

Multiple-Statements (7rue / False) : : Section 106 BNS
Considering People's Union for Privacy (2025) judgment on S€
(motorist's duty to report), evaluate : nalty.
(1) The duty to report is binding, but failure attracts only a mprllet;fg(g’; ong', when the
(i) Compelled self-reporting of an accident implicates Article

driver faces potential criminal liability. de cannot
(iii) The Court upheld Section 106 but read in a safeguard that statements ma

be used to prove guilt.

Choose the right optioh : . AR fal
(1) (i) is true; (ii) and (iii) are false ~ (2) (ii) and (iii) are true; (i) is false
(3) (i), (ii), (iii) are all true (4) None of the above

‘ESW(W/G?WR]):
%me(zozs)%mwwmgwmsgm
(ﬁaammﬁ@émﬁmﬁw)w,maﬁ: :

() R BT # wder et 3, a7 Aeadr a9 ©F AEFH < B

STHT et B

~(ii)gézm‘a%qa§&ﬁmﬁ®éma§z@320(3)aﬁmﬂwﬁam%

ST =T BT HAMT SIS A 1 G BT =T 2
(iii)wmm%wwsﬁwm,a%@wm%wﬁw

%ﬁnwwﬁww&mmaaﬁam%ﬁmaﬁmwm
Tl

(1) () &= 2, (ii) oM} (iii) oTay (2) (i) oM (i) &g §, (i) oo B
(3) (), (i), (i) T T ¥ (4) STAH & q FE T8

Match-the-Following :

Link each BNS offence with the specific Supreme Court Dictum that clarified its scope :
Offence (BNS section)

a. Section 299 - outraging religious feelings

b. Section 63 - marital rape exception

c. Section 112 - organised crime

d. Section 14 - mistake of fact

Dictum (SC case)

(1) "Satire, absent intent to insult, is protected” (Ajmer Peace Forum v. U0l 2024)

o _ s g" (Krishna Kumar, 2025)
(iii) "Definition must satisfy precision test" (Centre for P .. 2025)

(iv) "Good-faith policing demands objective reasonableness"

St

Sadanandan, 2024) _ (State of Kerala v.
Choose the correct matching code :

(1) a=(i) , b=ii), c-(i), d-(iv) (2) a-(i), b(i), c-(ii, d-(iv)

(3) a-(iv), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(i) (4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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Fr=fafaa @ Bes s 0

5% BNS oroery @ gifig i & 39 fafrse g7 4 S8 Baw @@ apr

H e fpar ® .

STy (BNS &)

a. "IRT 299 - uififes wra=al 1 39 ggarT

b. 9T 63 - JqIeH TATEHIX STIATE

c. T 112 - §afed S1arey

d. aRT 14 - q= & Twh

HU9 (SC )

(1)@?13%351%%3{1%%?%6 <fera B (R wify 5w s9m

- gIAIeTE, 2024)

(i) ‘SToarE weE geear AewEget ¥, e dfed 8 (FT HER, 2025)

(iii) ‘aR=ToT B IR ThEOT B G HEAT AR (X wR oS,
2025)

(iv) “FEHET gRIRAT aRgfe qEERIAE @ HET el ¥ (I T a9
qarHed, 2024)

gel e ws g _
(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv)
(3) a-(iv), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(i) (4) SUAH H | Py A8

33. Relying on Joseph Shine v. UOI (2018) (decriminalising adultery) a petitioner
- challenges Section 79 BNS (re-criminalised adulterous relationship where spouse's life
is endangered). The Court is most likely to :

(1) strike it down for violating dignity and autonomy recognized in Joseph Shine.

(2) uphold it as narrowly tailored to protect bodily harm.

(3) send it to a Constitution Bench for authoritative clarification.

(4) All of the above
Gﬁ@qssns?aquaﬁaﬂé(zom)w@wmgq(mﬁawaﬁmﬁ
geh HYAT) Th AMbEbal 3 g7 79 BNS (@fmErd d@dw @ By & otR

T, SRl 9fY A 9o 0 oSfed war F 8 & g & ¥ < |
qaq A g9aT & 6

(1) SE% e § AFFAr O IRAT R @iEear & SoEd B & o 39
(g X f*dar s

(2) 38 RS FHAE § I9 & fow @@l ®7 § IR e @ $ w9 F
T @1 ST

(3) 38 oTftehfes TdiehRor & fow dfau= die &1 Ao T

(4) STH gf
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14

c C

; 2025) held that cybe
34. Assertion (A) : The Supreme Court in Shaista Parveen V. Ual ( ) e

35.

. : ictim" even in meme culture,
defamation (Section 322 BNS) requires proof of 1d.en't1ﬁ:e’1ble Vl‘izgllent {460 Seoth 322 1a
Reason (R) : The Court read the "identifiable victim”™ requl

safeguard satire under Article 19(1)(a).

Correct answer is : '
(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A. :
(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) A s false, but R is true.

4 ne of the above . > o
g%:gm (A) : SMEET G I GITE (2025) H G iﬁmﬁfﬁg;”'
% \rgeR #eItY (amT 322 BNS) & g dim d@wpla # 0 -
® HHTT ' STEHAT B D |

FICT (R) : =MW § orgeda 19(1)(@)  ood =i F gear $ e 4w 32
q ‘geam Ay e’ @ savaehar @ aeT | :

e IAX B

(1)AaﬁTRﬁ¢ﬁw§6mR,Aaﬁa@raﬂm%l,

(2) A SR R &N &7 &, AfFT R, A o =mre 78 ar

(3) A 319 B, dfF9 R @ T

4) SE F § B T

Multiple-Statements (Correct / Incorrect) :

Under National Legal Services Authority v. UOI (2014) & Navtej Singh Johar v. UOI
(2018) principles, the Court while reading Section 65 BNS (sexual offences) observed :
(i) The gender of the victim is immaterial for "penetrative sexual assault."

(ii) Consent obtained by exploiting gender dysphoria is vitiated.
(iii) Sentence enhancement for assault on transgender persons is constitutionally

mandated.
Choose correct option :
(1) Only (i) and (ii) correct 2) Only (1ii) correct
(3) (), (ii), (iii) all correct (4) None of the above

(1) et (i) o= (ii) @y & 5 ,
() (), (i), (iii) T g & E4§ mg?% s

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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36. Match-the-Following (Sentencing Factors) :

Match each mitigating factor (List-I) emphasized in Jaideep Prince (2024) with the
relevant statutory section (List-II) where the factor becomes decisive:
List-I - Factor

a. Extreme provocation

b. Prisoner's age & rehabilitation

¢. Proven mental disorder

d. Absence of premeditation

List-II - BNS Section

(1) Section 101 (culpable homicide not murder)

(i1) Section 104 (life-convict murder)

(iii) Section 14 (general exception)

(iv) Section 99 (attempt to murdér)

Choose the correct code :

(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) ) 'a—(iii), b-(ii), c-(i), d-(iv)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(i1), d-(iv) (4) None of the above
frfafaa &1 e & (S8 FRH) -

ST BRT (2024) § SR Ru MY g mA S (FE-1) B OAERTE e
s (GE-10) & ar Fae Bt T8 R fFoiEs @ S E

. gafiae @1 A
ge-11 - BNS €T
() =T 101 (wEmget e, s @)
(ii) &7 104 (STfE= -2 &)
(iii) =T 14 (AT STATR)

(iv) &7 99 (AT HT FATH)

W #g ﬁ : e . .
(1) a-(i) , b=(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(iii), b-(-u), c-(i), d-(iv)
(3) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) ST H q HE T

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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ki . 7)v sidelines, Section 355dBNS addresgeg
BLE g . cated complaijpt
: f Rajasthan (199 ignored rep
% Q(f,ﬁipl\;feha;i(:g] e e neEORH ek, Do
Prosecuted. Defence argues that Section 355 dup

Supreme Court is likely to hold that : cialis applies only to procedural aspecs.
(1) BNS and POSH Act can coexist; lex spe

: POSH inquiry is Pending,

(2) Criminal prosecution under Section 355 is barred Yn};jréommittee finds guilt,

(3) Employer can be prosecuted only after PQSH Inte
(4) All of the above ; 355 BNS ng
Sl T A ey I e R o o i
. ' aTT—
}w%wwﬁsﬁ Y W%'memgaﬁsﬁ;ﬂm 355 POsy
JOBaﬁW%nm‘faW%W“g”% '@S v
() BNS 3lx POSH wfafrem o @ & a#d ¥, aow o e
AT Tegelt ux AL B R

(2)aﬁPOSHaﬁaaﬁa%aﬁm355%aﬁaﬂwﬁﬁmgﬁmmﬁw
%k T ‘

Sis

The

38. Assertion (A) : Youth Bar Association v, UQ] (2025) directed al| inve
‘ to supply Section 173 BNSS e-charge sheets to victims by default.

Reason (R) : The right to fair tria) under Article
accused. ’ :

Correct answer is ;
(1) Both A and R are true and R explaing A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not €xplain A
- (3) Als false, but R is trye '

(4) None of the above

| A) : gg 3 THIRITIA o7y ST (2025 < ,

B AT B gt 9 q uRT 173 BNSS £ty %;“%ﬁ%;izmw
: 1

W(R)%ﬁew»z %WMWW%@%@ [ & @rg-ary

375?3?{'{'%:

(l)A@TR?ﬁFﬁF{F‘I§@RR,Aﬁ

@) A SR R A = ¥, Ay

(3)AW%,%@F{RW%[

4) SI6 F ¥ P

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)SET-Y)/(C)
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39. Multiple-Statements (Pick the incorrect ones) :

With reference to Public Health Foundation v. UOI (2025) examining environmental
offences (Section 265 BNS) :

(f) The Court read mens rea into §265 even though the text imposes strict liability.

(i) It ruled that community service can replace imprisonment for first-time polluters.
(iii)It upheld corporate criminal liability without needing proof of director's

knowledge.
Options :
(1) Only (i) is incorrect (2) Only (ii) is incorrect
"~ (3) (i) and (iii) are incorrect (4) None of the above

qg-FHIA (F7T B FA) ¢

ufester 3 BISSE I geNeTE (2025) & HI H UFERer oTuxrel & S

(IRT 265 BNS)

(1)W9fam265ftﬁ=\qﬁanqa‘r I B 9 9 A T ©

(i) 389 BEA AT F AEEe §aT gedl SR OA9gEl A A/l b [
FHATH & STE o el © |

(m)sv%ﬁ%ﬂzs%am%wwaﬁmwaﬂ%%mﬁﬁﬁ?mmaﬁa
P FIHUL IE@T |

A% : ,
(1) daa () T 2 (2) Ba (i) TEd ®
(3) (i) X (iii) 7o & (4) IR § q Hg A&l

40. Match the following :
Connect each Supreme Court order about transition from IPC/CrPC to BNS/BNSS
(List-I) with its operative effect (List-II) :
List-I - Order '
- a. Ram Kumar v. UOI (2024)
b. State (NCT Delhi) v. Gurnam (2025)
c. Ashwini Upadhyay v. UOI (2025)
d. Sita Devi v. State of Bihar (2025)
List-II - Effect
(i) Old FIRs continue under IPC but trials shift to BNSS after framing of charge if no
prejudice shown
(ii) Pending appeals under CrPC stay in the same forum despite BNSS
(iii) BN'SS bail conditions apply prospectively; pre-cut-off arrests use CrPC
(iv) Remands authorised under BNSS even for IPC offences if post-cutoff
Choose correct code :
(1) a-(i), b-(ii), c-(iii), d-(iv) (2) a-(ii), b-(i), c-(iv), d-(ii1)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) None of the above

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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i e - ' AT b AAp
IPC/CrPC & BNS/BNSS (ge-I) ¥ wpmer & @ix & @di==

aﬂ%wa?rw%qwqﬂﬂa(ﬁﬁ-ﬂ)aﬁﬁgf

-1 - arRsr

8. T PHAR I gafrerg (2024)

b. T (TTHIE Reeh) smm e (2025)

G amﬁwwmaamqaﬁans‘ (2025)

d. Fﬁm%éﬁaﬂm%wm(zozs)

-1 - w9

i W.%mww%,éﬁwwﬁéwgﬁ

(l)%w?ammm%mmmﬁwa

(ii)@@m%w%ﬁamﬁﬁ%aeaeﬁaamawﬁwﬁrﬁﬂ%

(iii)mwwmasﬁmaﬁmﬁwaeﬁ%, Fe-ATH A Y FH
ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ-@ﬁeﬂ'{mwm@m%

(iv) THe-aitp %'snaeﬁlﬂxﬁmeﬁ%%q N NwaeE 3§ gsg Reis

g B
e BT I
(1) a-(i), b(ii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (2) a~(ii), b-(i), c-(iv), d-(iii)
(3) a-(i), b-(iii), c-(ii), d-(iv) (4) IRH F F HF 7

41. A contract contains a clause waiving the right to approach any Court or Tribunal in

(2) Whether parties had equal bargaining power
(3) Whether alternative dispute resolution is available
(4) None of the above ,

@aﬁqﬁw@éﬁm%ﬁrmﬁmsﬁw =ATgTfyepor
mﬁ%eﬂwﬁsﬁw%%ﬁ@s%ﬁ%lwa‘gaﬁ%ﬁaﬁg
AR fed o REr e

(1)@1@'@%28%6@33@%@%%%
(2)wqaﬁ.%wwm@ﬁ‘srwﬁﬁsﬁeﬁ
(3)wa¢%qz5%awwermmaw%

(4) SUH F ¥ B

PG-EE-July, 2025/LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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g.c((l)ntract is madg to sell a car owned by a third party without their knowledge. The
ird party later ratifies the sale. What governs the contract's enforceability ?

(1) Validity is retroactively established through ratification

(2) Original contract was void until ratification

(3) Ratification by an undisclosed principal is impermissible

(4) All of the above
@aﬂﬁqﬁﬁw%wﬁaaﬁﬁmaﬁmm%mﬁ%m
Rt ST 31 G e aTe # R @ gfte dear ¥ 1 SR H SR
w7 P war g 7 4
(1)391313&%:{@1?%@?1@@@@1@63%3@%

(2) 9GS0 Sigse qitc T AT |

(3) e oTeTa Biftae ERT gfe e ¥

(4) SuIrh |t

"Delivery to be made if buyer desires, based on market fluctuation."

A contract states:
contract was nonbinding. Enforceability

When sued for breach, the buyer claims the
depends on :

(1) Whether buyer's discretion was absolute and illusory
(2) Whether mutuality of obligation exists ‘

(3) Whether courts can imply good faith into performance

(4) All of the above
“@'ﬁmaﬁrmaﬁw,wﬁw—m%

aﬂmw%—cﬁaﬁaﬁaﬁﬁa@ql”aﬁmﬁ%mwwmm
%,ﬁ@ﬁmmm%ﬁsaﬂﬁaﬁ—mmﬁmlmﬁwwwﬁﬁr
HI T |

(l)w%masrﬁaesgf"reﬁ'(wm

(2)@%#1}1@%%%
(3)wwmmqashﬁ@mmaﬁsnﬁaaﬂm%

(4) IUAH |l

A party includes a clause that allows unilateral amendment of contract terms "without

prior notice." The enforceability of such a clause depends on :
(1) Whether it defeats consensus ad idem :

(2) Whether it violates the principle of unconscionability

(3) Whether implied duty of fairness limits enforcement

(4) All of the above
P.T.O.
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Th qar ' Sl 7 o gt 7 ‘gd gaen & S
wsﬁmﬁ?m%ga;@;m?agﬁmﬁgsvwﬁﬁm%:
(1) 1 g& qewafy & g &ear &

(2) T 7' QA Rysid T Sooias HIET S
() a1 fysqerar &1 Fifeq ey wad= @ AifEa w8
(4) U G
45. 'A’agrees to pay 'B' ¥ 1 lakh "if India wins the World Cup and it rains in Delhi on the

same day." 'B' performs his end but the event doesn't happen. This contract is :
(1) Valid as a contingent contract under Section 32
(2) Void due to impossibility of event combination
(3) Voidable due to uncertain triggering condition

(4) None of the above
‘A, 'B' B | W’g Y 3 B R gedd a1 ¥ “aRr wra.feg H9 ofiqar
MR I R Reclt § aifker ar 297 'B' YT I2F YT HAT & AfhA geAT

TEl Bt B 1 g8 oTgey ® ¢

(1) 91T 32 3 d8d STHRAH TYSY & &9 F Iy
(2) g1 HASH H FTHFAAT B BROT A

.(3) siffeEd feier Rafy & wror yrrepeong
(@) T F A B

46. An employment agreement restrains the employee from working in the same industry
for two years post-termination, anywhere in India. This clause is tested against :

(1) Section 27 on post-employment restraints
(2) Reasonableness standard as per Indian contract law

(3) Enforceability under public interest and fairness

(4) All of the above
T AT FHAIT A B ARG H HEf ff, a9fq 3 w12 a1 gy a5 ad
FERT # HME B G bl &1 §H TS H Q0T P B e Rear o ©

(1) ISR P S & gfaedr 93 grRT 27
(2) AR STIIYT HIA & HTAR THITAT HHH
(3) gt fBa ofx fasyerar & dea gad-haar
(4) IURI<H Gl
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minor en : ' o
4z Ae abstisn Lgages a private tutor and receives services for competitive exam
i pWh h - Later, the tutor sues for fees. The outcome depends on :
' (é) Whether e mton.ng q}laliﬁes as "necessaries" under Section 68
(2) Whether contract is void but restitution still possible

(3) Whether the guardian ratifies th Jogre
(4) All of the above eyl il

TH TR T Bl eqex @ Prge e o) aREe afen @ dard
T | ory s 1 e F, owex W @ RO gea FRar 81 9Rem 34
qY WLW %’ & . ;
(1) 1 =W 9RT 68 B ded ‘HEFH’ B ©I F A T
(2) T TS T ¥ AR SRR ol o w3
(3) T S TgHT B TG TgHY H g HT B
(4) SIH T
48. A contract is-terminated through mutual consent. One party later alleges economic
duress at the time of termination. The validity of that claim turns on :
(1) Whether consent was free under Section 14 :
(2) Whether duress vitiates mutual discharge -
(3) Whether post-discharge rights can revive
(4) All of the above ‘
‘@a@amwﬁamm%lmﬁ@wmﬁ_%w
ST aaT T ST ST 1 99 & # Jear 399X R B ®
(1) /1 o)1 14 3 dea qedtd god o
(2) T &9E AL JRE B GG HIAT 2
(3)Wgﬁﬁ%aﬁ%mgﬁﬁﬁﬂzﬁwﬁ%
(4) IYT<H TN

'A' and 'B' contract under a mistaken belief regarding a repealed Indian Tax Law. The
Court may hold the contract :

(1) Valid as mistake of law in force in India is not excusable

(2) Void under Section 20 due to bilateral mistake of essential fact

(3) Voidable because mistake was induced by silence
(4) None of the above ' ;
"W'B'@Wmﬁamw%ﬁﬁmm%aaﬁaﬁaa
m%.waﬁ#aﬁrwwmm%:
(1)%u,mﬁ%mﬁwwﬁweﬁwuﬁwq‘€r%

2 faqea T & HROT 9N 20 F Tod LA
v(3)sﬁw°ﬂﬂaﬂﬁ%na%ﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁaﬁ

(4) ITAH A | B T

49.

.T. 0.
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P



22

50.

51.

52.

c

i ‘fai
A clause in a contract states : "The agreement shall not be adjudged by fairness,

- reason, or custom." When a dispute arises, the Court will :

(1) apply Indian public policy and equitable principles.

(2) respect the parties' intention to exclude equity.

(3) interpret the clause as a disclaimer, not binding on Courts.

(4) All of the above | |

ST ¥ O W F ey ey ¥ ¢ Cqwehy B o, T AT F B AR
W & AR S S P faw ST aar 8, df ey

(1) 9 Tt ity ok =mada fasial @ dr HM |
(2) 3 B AT BE B qElF B ] B A BT

(3) @ H AT FAFOT F ©Y F H1A, SN AR G AEAHE T T
(4) SUH g

Post-colonial jurists argue that transplanted state law often lacks social legitimacy.
Which jurisprudential notion best captures the resulting tension between formal law
and lived normativity ?

(1) Hart's catalogue of secondary rules (2) Kelsen's dynamic validity chain

- (3) Ehrlich's concept of "living law" (4) All of the above

STY-SNufafies =mEfEt &1 a% ¥ yaRitg o9 SaF § SR amMiTe
AT HI AAE BT B HA- =T aren She=iRe FEE o shfra
AES % Sre QRO a9E H 999 o a3 § ghSdr § 7

(1) &€ =t fachass Frst @ g=h

(2) BHeET W i Jaar @

(3) uiei=r & ‘Sifaa @rg’ @t sTaeRen
(4) SUA<H g

Critics accuse legal positivism of "separability absolutism." Which otherwise positivist
theorist explicitly allows that moral principles can count as criteria of legal validity if

‘recognised by officials ?

(1) John Finnis (2) Joseph Raz

(3) Jules Coleman _ (4) None of the above

SAAE® Bl I X ‘GIRRYT FRUSAr @ omw ey ¥ arern
BTl Taear] RFSiaspR T2 89 § AgAN 30 B 5 N foia e

JydT B AFES B w4 H FH o @b B AR sfeREt Rt arar ata &y ?

(1) s fsfra (2) <% T :
(3) STd A ‘ (4) STB H q HE T

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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A Neo-msti-tu.tionalist theories say law solves recurrent coordination problems chiefly by :

(1) Provxdmg exclusionary reasons that displace subjects' own deliberation

(2) Cha}nnell.mg social power through hegemonic state institutions

(3) Articulating timeless moral truths accessible to pure reason

(4) All of the above

TA-GEE Rsid wed ¥ fF e ged w9 9 ofEdl anHad anEeett &

B BT © .

(1) SRR HRoT wam HeT o RAwEr @ gy faEmR-fEst w fawd

FQA T

(2) TAYF Ty GEAFT B A Q@ ATHISTE R @l TEIRT BT

(3) Y= BRYT F Y AT BT Afereh T I TE HTAT

(4) IU<6 T+

53.

54. In The Concept of Law, Hart lists a "minimum content of natural law." Which item is
not explicitly part of that list ? :

(1) Vulnerability of human bodies (2) Limited altruism among human beings
(3) Scarcity of resources (4) None of the above '
Waﬁmmﬁ,gﬁ%‘mﬁmwﬁwm’maﬁ%l
PA- qEg T w9 Q I G H REw q@FE 7

(1) g9a T H AT (2) "gAt H WAT IAIBIRAT

(3) darEl W BH | (4) STA<H H F Hrg &

55. For "interpretivist" juriSprudénce, judicial precedents function primarily as :
(1) Political constraints devoid of intrinsic normative force
(2) Binding rules whose ratios must be mechanically applied

(3) Raw materials for a constructive narrative that both fits and morally justifies
institutional history

(4) All of the above
‘ ) e B Riw, wfae Bew ged ®9 8 39 JeR B B
g |
(1)aqfaﬁaﬁmﬂasaaari%ﬁm:ﬁﬁzsmﬁ
(2)mmrﬁﬁmq%m%aﬂqﬁa3raﬁéﬁsw%mﬁﬁmmm%q

(3)@W$m%mmwwﬁmm%a@aaﬁ1
¥fes a0 | 3T '

| (4) ITH Tt

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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andating a single curriculum

56. Parliament enacts a law under Entry 25 (edu_catipn), L . :
across all States. A State challenges this under its right to legislate on education. Which

doctrine will the Court most likely apply ?

(1) Doctrine of occupied field

(2) Principle of cooperative federalism

(3) Harmonious construction between List III entries

(4) None of the above
Haw wffe 25 (Rrem) & ded oF HA SwRr 8, o @
UTeshe Y AMAR ST B U g 7T 9% hd a9 B
qed 3§ AR T B | e g9 ot g i @ @
(1) AT &= &1 fasia
(2) Hep duars w1 fasia
3) T 1 sfafest & e arfsrergel fFHmfor

 (4) SWH H 9 B AL

57.- A retired Supreme Court judge is appointed as Governor. The appointment is
challenged citing political bias. The Court will likely :

(1) Examine whether the appointment violates Article 50
(2) Decline interference unless clear breach of constitutional provision

(3) Strike down the appointment for undermining separation of powers

(4) All of the above -

T Fatrgd gl #1¢ & e ) o9 & w9 § Frges fhar st B
Fgfes &1 Tomiifos qatue &1 g A 5T gkt & S B =
HHAqd: @ .

(1) Sirter & % @1 FgRe orgeds 50 @1 Sewgs Hedr
(2)@8@%%%%%3@%@@%@%%%
(B)STW%QW@WW%WW#@W

(4) IU<h Tt

58. A law bars religious processions on public roads but permits political rallies. It is
challenged under Articles 14 and 25. What is most relevant for adjudication ?

R TIR BC
I ITHER B
BT 7

| (1) Whether classification is reasonable and has nexus
(2) Whether religious freedom is absolute
(3) Whether public order can override Article 25
(4) All of the above
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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Wm—%{maﬁig?ﬁ”ﬁf‘gﬁmm%%wﬁm
AT & T wed st gt w7 23,0 T SIS ¥
(1) 0 HTT St & ol v e wieer 3

(2) 1 fifes wcisar ey &

(3) =T A e STgERT 25 F SNARAGS BT T

(4) S Tsh

9. gpé\:i?:ey ?tllfl‘ introduc(ei:s provisions on electoral bonds and tribunal reforms. The
r certifies it under Article 110. Which principle will the Court i
challenged ?- REER : v el
(1) Parliamentary privilege is absolute
(2) Speaker's decision is not open to judicial review
(3) Speaker's certificate is reviewable if colourable exercise

~ (4) None of the above :
@Wﬁéﬂ@@ﬂ%aﬁamﬁﬁwgmqtmm@m%n
am@a@zllo%aﬁwﬁmm%lﬁiﬁﬁqwﬁww
frg fasid @t @R HEM 7

(1) dada fagrfeesr Fre B
(2)@@&@%@?@%@%%@@@%
(3)a=rwawasrww-qsrwﬁwzfm%uﬁﬁmwﬂ€r

(4)3@%&@1@%:@

60. Under Article 368, an amendment aboli
States. It passes both Houses of Parliament but is not ratified b

its constitutional status ?
(1) Void for lack of ratification under Article 368(2)
(2) Valid as abolition is not a structural change
(3) Can be cured retrospectively by ratification
(4) None of the above .
=gt ¥ Tow fam oRWE ®

368 B aed, TH deET T :
‘ %'ﬁaﬁﬁqﬁﬁ@fm%%a@wmm

shes the State Legislative Councils across all
y half the States. What is

gfte
(Dfeme, 008 ,
2) 3y, FlE ITTT TP GEATHD

(3)aﬁeqéqgmgéwﬁ
(4) SaA® A & FE TA
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i . : i h
61. A Hindu husband obtains an ex-parte divorce in C?hfor.ma 'tonr ect:oe nigégund 0
"irretrievable breakdown." The wife, still resident in Delhi, feS{StS 1 ot wiile dn ‘.A(Ii}.len
he remarries in India. Which inquiry is indispensable for an Indian cou eciding

enforceability under Section 13 CPC ? e cilii orinci
(1) Whether the foreign court had jurisdiction on the domicile/lex domicilii principle

(2) Whether "irretrievable breakdown" is a ground recognised by the Hindu Marriage

Act, 1955 ;
(3) Whether the proceedings complied with principles of natural justice (e.g., proper

service and bona-fide opportunity)
(4) All of the above

VP R ufy SRraitar § orgeffa
m%lw,a‘re#sﬁﬂﬂﬁc—vﬂﬁw?ﬁ%,wﬁ FA 9T TR
AT B Ry el ¥ gRr 13 ARl $ qeq sadEar 99 A a9y

AR AT & e Si-d sitg saRert 7
(D) @3l e B oy st e SRR Rieid X SR 85 O
(2) 1 ‘oTefta fawe fog faare sifafes, 1955 arT Arger ST oA
(3)@%@9@%%%%%@(@%,@3%%@@
STITER) 1 ST H 8
(4) SWH gt
Under Muslim law, a wife petitions for 'khula’ after the husband's refusal, and the

Qazi/court grants dissolution. The decision's validity chiefly hinges on :
(1) Existence of a bona-fide khula offer by the wife and judicial acceptance in lieu of

the husband's consent
(2) Mandatory return of the entire dower (iwaz) irrespective of circumstances

(3) Proof of cruelty as an additional statutory ground under the Dissolution of Muslim
Marriages Act, 1939

(4) None of the above :
aﬂ?ﬁ%,a?rtaﬁﬁﬁ/emaaﬁrma%dqﬁé?ﬁ%lﬁwha%%wg@qmﬁ
39 X AR el ®

(1) ool 8T T Adfas QA S H ARaa o) ofy 9% weAfy 3 qo &

S IC ARSI CAR]
(2) aRfRfEr & SrEgE R A8 (5779) # sifrard amqe
(3) g™ faare fawes erfafaam, 1939 % &7 b fiRss Juifys omae 3

©Y H BT B qGd
(4) SUAH | q HIg 7B

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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A co.uple cohabits for 25 years, performs no formal ceremony, but is treated socially as
mam_ed_. p})on Separation, the woman seeks maintenance under Section 125 CrPC.
Admissibility will most critically depend on :

(1) Registration under the Special Marriage Act, 1954

(2) Existence of a community custom recognising such unions as valid marriage

(3) The Statutory presumption of marriage arising from prolonged cohabitation under
Evidence Act Section 114 and Supreme Court precedents

(4) None of the above

TH SST 25 | d% 1 @l 2, P oMU guRE A8 Hidr o, e
NS &9 § fefRa q=m smar 31 oeeT 8 ux, Afeer Ry 125 Sendy
® TEA OGN B HT HA B brEiar O "ew@ql w9 ¥ 39 W
ik &

(1) a9y faare oifafeam, 1954 & dsa dsfeyer

(2) T8 famEl 1 Ay fEe & w9 F AT 3 A AEEie gur H ARad

(3) s e Ew & aRT 114 R qdted ARAEd $ 3QE}U & asd |9
g % Tedrd 9 Iq— faars @ qaife emen

(4) STAH 7 § Fg &

A Hindu wife files a petition for divorce on the ground that the husband is already

married under Muslim rites after converting the previous week. The maintainability of

her petition under Section 13(1)(i) HMA is tested against :

(1) Doctrine of conversion dissolving previous marriage automatically

(2) Prohibition of bigamy under Section 17 HMA read with IPC Section 494,
irrespective of new religion

(3) Requirement that the second marriage be void under Section S HMA even after
husband's conversion

(4) All of the above :

T f&g Icil 39 HAUR W doe & Y aifes qaw & @ % ofy Red
e g5 aREcs HE H 9] IBd q & e Afa-Rasit $ deaq fafea 2

CgqrRT 13(1)(i) HMA & d&d S8 aieehl & Raxar &1 gl frq § e @)

fpar SiaT ®

(1) vt gReac= @1 faia St el ol o @@ & aEra &7 2ar @

2) gRT 17 HMA & T8 STRURN o7 494 & @ fafyare & fiy, @@ T
g g o B

@) T § HMA & @&d 9fd & 99 9RGH & 9w ot g@d el B\ oon=

R HA B SATIIIHAT
(4) SURH gl

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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65.

66.

¢

. ; ing solely on the
A Parsi spouse secks divorce before a Matrimonial Coufr‘to}e(li}c/:lse%‘t b cruelty_g[rj(:ll;nd
of "loss of conjugal society for 18 months" withol.lt.pfoio ' &t
the Parsi Marriage and Divorce Act, 1936, the petition 1S -

L . bsa ivorce for non-resumpy;
(1) maintainable because the Act allows discretion to grant di Ptiop
of cohabitation.

ion 32(g).
(2) premature because minimum period is two years under Sec_tl'on (8
(3) barred unless parties first obtain a decree for judicial separation.
(4) None of the above

U IRHET 9fT a1 oo aReqnr a1 gRer & d@9d B e ead “18 ;
mw%w”%anmwam%mw%wa{mﬁm

HXAT B | IR Rare ofr qames aifvfrm, 1936 @ ded, AR

(1) W @9 9/ R, 4t srfafeesy gear @ S8Rl 7 8 UX O 3
&1 a9 ar B

(2) €99 & 9= B, F®iife arT 32(g) B TEd geAH Sy 4y ad ¥

(3)&%%@%%%%&@%%%%&%@%3%%!
(4) S<h # q g T

A Christian couple married in Goa (Pdrtuguese Civil Code) now lives in Mumbai. The

husband seeks divorce in Mumbaj F amily Court under the Indian Divorce Act, 1869.
Jurisdiction will primarily hinge on :

(1) Place of solemnisation of marriage

(2) Present domicile of the parties under the 1869 Act's Amended Section 2

(3) Lex loci celebrations cannot oust Famil

. y Court jurisdiction if parties are now
domiciled and residant in Mumbai

~ (4) All of the above

M (g RS <) ¥ REf o o e e mes o
AR daeh A, 1869%%%%%?&%?
AYBR &F &I 9 q 39 W Pk &

(1) Rare & ST #r T
(2)1869a®ﬁmaﬁﬁsﬁmﬁm2%a@aq&ﬁwwﬁ L

(3)aﬁqa¢aqag'aéffﬁamm%%eﬁ?aﬁ@%, 1
T B A ST B B A 1t g e OE P

(4) SUT<h FH

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)




67. The ipf:lail l\lfl[arrlage. Act, 1954 requires a 30-day public notice before solemnisation.
A couple cha enges 1ts constitutionality citing privacy after the Puttaswamy decision.
The strongest argument against the notice requirement is that it
(1) Z;l(:)lflct:ss the fundamental right to decisional privacy and autonomy in marriage

(2) is only a reasonable procedure
(3) falls under
challenge.

(4) None of the aboye

ﬁﬁqﬁaﬁe@ﬁa& 1954 &% qeq faE & omiee ¥ s 30 Re &
Hﬁaﬁ‘cﬁmaﬁa

: mmﬁmsmaﬁ%lwm%mwm%
%@wmﬁwww%ﬁsu@:
(DW%Wﬁ%ﬂ?&mvﬁﬁwaﬂTW%Waﬁww
ST HIAT B | |
(2)m@mﬂm%ﬁﬁ3amﬁ@faﬂqﬁﬁﬁﬁmmél

(3)§€‘$@;mwﬁam’%amamﬁ%ahsﬁ%q’ﬁmﬁamfﬁ?ﬁ
g = ‘

(4) ST 7 § HE &

ensuring objections from kin.
"procedure established by law" and hence immune from privacy

68. A Muslim husband utters talag-e-bain three times in one sitting after the 2019 Muslim

Women (Protection of Rights on Marriage) Act. He later seeks declaration that the
marriage is dissolved. The Court's correct response is :

(1) declare the marriage void-ab initio as triple talag was instantaneous
(2) recognise talaq as revocable until iddat period ends

(3) hold the pronouncement a nullity attracting penal consequences under the 2019 Act
~ (4) All of the above

20193Wq%w(mwaﬁm'wﬁ?am)aﬁﬁﬁaq%mwgm
oty Qb SR H A9 IR qo-g-a15T dedl B 9% § g8 ONem a@rsar @ R
fame 7 & T B AT B @8 I9% D

(1) foame = g At R Fbife T Fomes aepe o
(2) T N g STAY FAT BN T e & arny =y

(3) S5O F STHFY U’ R 2019 ffEw & FEq <=y uRemm o
= .

(4) IURH
PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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69. A Hindu husband seeks annulment on ground of wife's concealed pregnancy by anothe; | 4

70.

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)

c

person. DNA tests prove the child is his. The Court may still refuse restitution o
which principle ?

(1) Misrepresentation regarding past chastity under Section 12(1)(d) HMA

(2) The petitioner's condonation and lapse of limitation (one-year bar)

(3) Non-applicability because tﬁe fact concealed turned out false

(4) None of the above

T &g ofy R a1 @it grr ol @ mfeRer @ gum @ SR IR f9ame
BN TE HIA BN OAET BIAT T| Y wF ¢ ghErr F A Sar g S=Ar IHH
| e 6T o e Rier WX ARG & 3R @Y ahar 8 7

(1) 8T 12(1)(d) HMA & T&d fRed goar & a) J T@d aqr=i
(2) afreprpett 1 amT o} W srafy @ IR (T ay 1 Sfkrse)
(3) @r € B, e U g a3 P

(4) U F q HE &

A foreign divorce decree 6btained in Dubai is stamped "final," but the underlying |
proceedings were ex-parte without personal service. The decree is presented for
execution in India. Under Section 13 CPC it will fail primarily, because : l

(1) Dubai Court lacked territorial Jurisdiction over the respondent who never submitted %
to it |

(2) Decree is founded on a ground (male unilateral talaq) contrary to Indian public
policy

(3) Proceedings violated natural justice for want of notice and opportunity to contest

 (4) All of the above

@ﬁwwﬁ%&ﬁma&%ﬁw‘aﬁq’wmﬁﬁﬁ%éﬁﬁ
Fafifed ward ARpTe qar H A ohawEr oFf | RBE B wra § frsqreg &

ferq g fhar S B oama 13 @ @ W B qed 9% gem w9 § e @)
ST gifeh

(I)Wﬁaﬁm%wmw%ﬁaeﬂwhﬁmmﬁmﬁsﬁ
(2)%WW%%W@WW(@WW)W
(3) wrdeEr F Arpfes I B IewE R
(4) IH TN

TN

—

PR

T
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71. Upder Hindu Law, the marria
with full rites and parental ¢

The petition's fate rests on

ge of a woman gged 17 and a man aged 21 is solemnised
onsent. On attaining majority, the woman seeks nullity.

(]) Option O‘f pubért Qs e
) y doctrine is absent : (et T
Section 12 at bride's bbio beforierllg 'under HMA; marriage is voidable only under

2) C :
(2) Consent plus customary rites confer full validity; no annulment is possible.

(3) Child Marria : ; -
ge Restraint Act make i
Sl makes marriage only punishable, not void or

(4) None of the above _

%EW%HEH 17 a§ @ #feen ox 21 af & gEw @ fEw W@
JT-Rami o) ma-Rar & geafy § 9= a1 81 a9k B9 Uy, H"iedr
frae @ orrg ST & @ HT Hdl B ARG H AFF 38 9 R
FHIAT S ' -

(1) HMA & deq Aas sl & e ogaied §; fae #aa o= 12 %

Jed HIONT ¥, 18 a¥ § Tsd gred dl 951 UX
(2)$a%qwm‘ﬁ%—ﬁamﬁﬁwmm%;ﬁéﬁﬁwwﬁﬂa
| .

(4) ST H q HIg A |

72. A wife obtains a decree for restitution of conjugal rights. After two years the husband
still refuses cohabitation but pays continuous maintenance. She now files for divorce.

Which statutory route is proper ?

(1) Section 13(1A)(ii) HMA - non-resumption after RCR decree for one year
(2) Section 13B mutual consent is mandatory before converting RCR to divorce
(3) Section 27 Special Marriage Act by analogy

(4) All of the above
@ﬁwamﬁﬁm%mw-%ﬁmm%namm
ﬁqﬁa@mﬁmm%,aﬁﬁﬁw@wmwwm%uﬁ
mm%mmm%lﬁ#—w%ﬁiﬁqﬁﬁﬁ%?

(1) a1 13(1A)(ii) HMA - RCR &l 3 o/ O a¥ d% g oS A B
(2) a1 13BRCRﬁmﬁaﬁﬁaw%m@w%aﬁaﬁ%
(3)am27.ﬁ§rqﬁmawmﬁwmsqm _

(4) SuqH G

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.
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73. In a customary tribal marriage, the bride price is paid by the groci. Later., the wif, |
seeks dissolution under the customary law requiring refund of bride price. Coury

intervention turns on :

( 1) Article 13(1) invalidates customs contrary to equality and dignity

(2) Section 29(2) HMA preserves customs unless expressly inconsistent
- (3) The custom must be ancient, certain, and reasonable to be valid

(4) None of the above
U ST SieAd e #, geew @ #ud gee &)1 g S 21 a1

BT B SAEATHAT AN ¥ | Ay B ew@Y 39 97 PR aar T

(1) SIF=BT 13(1) FAEA &R R & RAgda Af-RawmTt #1 om=eg Har 2

(2) a1 29(2) HMA Afq-Ramit & a5 q% axfeg w@ar & o9 a6 5 3 =
®Y § STEIT T & :

(3) = ® AY FN B g grEiE, Fleg ok sfag &M =Ry

(4) SIH 7 q HIF T8

After mutual-consent divorce petition is filed, one party unilaterally withdraws consent
two days before the second-motion date, alleging coercion. The Court should :
(1) Grant divorce if withdrawal is mala fide and parties lived apart for more than 18

74.

months.
~ (2) Dismiss the petition because consent must subsist till decree

(3) Convert petition into one under Section 13(1) on ground of cruelty (coercion)

(4) All of the above »
mwﬁwmﬁwwéﬁ%aﬁ,wq&rgﬁwﬁmﬁ@

aﬂ%mwmﬁwéaﬂ%%@ﬁmwaﬂﬁqw

STIAT & | e @ Fiey
(1) af% qemeh =1 goiemrygel B ofR weaehR 18 78 ¥ oty @ng @ o <@

@ &, df aaeh T 34T =@y .
(2) ArferepT &1 @RS H 37 AR Fiifh B a6 wgeafy o = TRy
(3) AT (TaREEN) & YR WX 4T 13(1) & d&aq airer @ aRaftq &3 247

Tifeq ‘
(4) Iup gl
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Under Parsi Law the " e
_ , the "Chief Matri 1 ! i
rimonial Court" grants a divorce decree. One Spouse

appeals to High Court Matrimoni
s atrlmonlal D. o« . . i

appeal. High Court’ ivision seeking alimon d : .
gh L-ourt's power to grant such maintenance is derivedyfrlc):x‘"rrll: i i

(1) Inherent jurisdicti
Jurisdiction preserved by Section 55 Parsi Act read with CPC Section 151

(2) Section 36 of Parsi : :
stage si Marriage & Divorce Act, 1936 expressly extending to appellate

it ol
(3) Doctrine of pendent lite jurisdiction analogous to HMA Section 24

(4) None of the above
qIRE! :
b5 W:aﬁ, g@%ﬁ%m'maﬁr%ﬁéﬂ%l@ﬁm
@Wq'@ %Izﬂwwﬁgmmwam%mﬁ
SIS diE B dAI0T-
ek et A aﬁaﬁwﬁsﬁﬁwﬁi@ﬁ
(1) CPC oy 151 & @rer g sifafas ' '
’ L ks & T 55 ERT A} siafHied
(2) U e SR awres SifafEH, 19363?ram36ﬁmméénﬁ%ﬁa
amaa;ﬁwﬁﬁ%
(3)HMAW24%aﬁ€qﬁ%?als€aW%ﬁww
(4) Iu<6 F F HF A

Match each Constitutional Doctrine (List-I) with the Supreme Court Judgment
(List-1I) that the Court expressly invoked while examining a BNS provision :

~ List-I - Doctrine

a. Void-for- Vagueness
b. Right against Self-Incrimination
c. Proportionality in Sentencing

'd. Gender-Neutral Equality

List-1I - Judgment

(i) Centre for Public Inte  challenge to Section 112 (anti-

rest Litiggtion v. UOI (2025)

gang)
(ii) People's Union for Privacy V. UOI (2025) - challenge to Section 106(2) (duty to report

accidents) } | . '
(iii) Jaideep Prince v. UOI (2024) - challenge to Section 104 (life-convict commits murder)
(iv) Krishna Kumar v. UOI (2025) - challenge to marital-rape Exception under Section 63
Choose the correct matching code : ti R
(1) a-i, b-ii, c-iii, d-iv (2) a-i, b-ii, €1V, d-iii
(3) a-il, b-i, c-iii, d-iv (4) None of the above

P.T.O.

LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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7.

| e
Hﬁ%ﬁ%mﬁzﬁm(@-nmﬁaﬁaﬁaw%:@ (%‘:;—n),g
H¥ R = Y BNS wraer &t sitg i @9g W B9 ¥ T oqr .

a. - frg-argsear

b. AH-AY B e BRI

c. §oT H Saratferepar

d. [RT-dexy gueEar

-1 - felg :

(i) ¥eX BR ofers sede fufedem swm gederd (2025) - o1 112 (W
foryet) @ geh ,

(i) Ngew IFEe BR e = geltens (2025) - o1 106(2) 1 G
(gHemelt & RAE = 1wl

(i) STy B I goftem$ (2024) - grr 104 @ A (SISl & &R
&)

(V) PT PAR S99 FASTR (2025) - 9RT 63 F Ted qdliesdh FACHIK B

HUATE
Tel e @l g+ - .
(1) a-i, b-ii, c-iii, d-iv (2) a-i, b-ii, c-iv, d-iii
(3) a-ii, b-i, c-iii, d-iv (4) Sugdw § | FiE T

Assertion (A) : In Mithu v. State of Punjab (1983) the Supreme Court struck down
mandatory death in IPC Section 303; hence Section 104 BNS, though similarly

- worded, is unconstitutional.

Reason (R) : Mithu held that any sentencing provision eliminating judicial discretion
in capital cases violates Articles 14 and 21.

Correct answer is : ‘

(1) Both A and R are true and R correctly explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) Ais true, butR is false.

(4) None of the above.

SI¥HET (A) : g 9™ doTe T (1983) F watew <rnem X IPC g7 303
7 e ggEs B e w7 Ran, safw a)r 104 BNS, =iy a9+ o=t §
2, TEdees ¥

HROT (R) :‘ﬁqﬁwﬁaw%mﬁwﬁmﬁamfﬁmﬁm
B AT BIE N T/ qEEE AR 14 R 21 P ITHET HIAT B |

el I B -
(1)AGﬁTR?ﬂ=ﬁW§Gﬂ'{Rﬂ’§IG“T§A€ﬁW@TW%|

(2) A ST R @1 & ¥, AT R, A & = w8t sy 3

(3) A 9 B, afF9 R Ta B

(4) IIUH | q g TBF

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)

Multiple- ' i
ultiple-Statementg (Select only the correct ones) :
on v. U ' ‘

* accusation) the Court 1g14 doOI (2025), while reading Section 248 BNS (false rape

: wn ;
(1) The offence is non-co i

.. nis fead .
(ii) The complainant's idg eble and requires a court complsint

entity must remain confidential even when charge is proved

false.
(iii) The prosecuti » :
Pl 1on must establish mens rea of malicious intent beyond reasonable
Choose the right option :
(;) (?nl}t .(i) and (iii) are correct (2) Only (ii) is correct
(3) (i), (ii) and (iii) are all correct (4) None of the above

Alhled HRESIE s gafens (2025) H, Xy

e oy o g E%ﬁraf(ﬁazﬁm: 248 BNS (32 ahR &
() Sy R-95 ? oI zaa e = # e @ stasaedn 2
(ii) STRIY T Tifed B X +ff frpraswar # qea™ Mg B amed |
(iii) SRS ger B IR e § W gAY TR B gite HEA AT
(1) Basr (i) M (iii) TS & (2) Baw (i) T B

3) (), (i) % (i) @ =& & 4) ITE F q B T

Tarun, already serving life imprisonment, stabs a warder to death. Relying on Bachan
Singh v. State of Punjab (1980) and Jaideep Prince (2024), the Trial Court must :

(1) impose death mandatorily under Section 104 BNS because the Section so directs.

(2) conducta sentencing hearing and weigh mitigating factors despite Section 104's text.

(3) declare Section 104 unconstitutional in limine and revert to Section 302 framework.

(4) All of the above

asor Gﬁqs%ﬁﬁaﬂsﬁawwmaﬁwnmm%,@m#aﬁ
Wmﬁ%m%lwﬁawmwmsmaﬁrmm
(2024)«@@%1%@&,1%2&%@“ ' |
(1)m104BNS%Waﬁmﬁwﬁma€Wﬂm,mmﬁw

" Prer W B , ‘
(2)m104%mgww§mﬁ%mwéﬁaﬂvwmm
TR T Ao £ : .

)am104ﬁam%(qﬁaﬁaﬁﬁﬁaﬁaﬁam302%a%qtamaﬁ%l

) e P.T.O.
(SET-Y)/(C)
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80.

81.

¥

C

: lic-notice rule j
Assertion (A) : After K.S. Puttaswamy v. UOI (2017) t}'le 3(1)1(;a}},3§l§b(1elnti-gang) mulsri
the Special Marriage Act was read down; therefore Section

Iso be invalidated for infringing privacy. . P 2025) sai
;zgsoen“zl\g ¢ The SupremegCourt in Centre for Public Interest Litigation ( ) said

= g st iolate informationa]
that vague surveillance-style policing provisions mewtably_ bt

i

privacy.

Correct answer is :

(1) Both A and R are true and R explains A.

(2) Both A and R are true, but R does not explain A.

(3) Ais false, but R is true.

(4) None of the above

SNFIT (A) © DUH. YerET auw gellemE (2017) B aw QAT faw
ST ¥ 30-Reawity ardvtes- AR Faw @t et T en, FERT Mo
P ITET B H QT aRT 112 BNS (Fe fare) =1 o e fpar st
ey | »
Wm)tﬁaqﬁ?méﬁw%ﬁsm(zozs)ﬁ@qaﬁé%w%
WW—MWWWWW@WWW
I BT F )

e ITX 2

A pendente lite purchaser applies in execution to assert independent rights. Court

(1) Add him under Order XXIr. 16 enabling him to execute,

(2) Treat him as bound by the decree without impleadment (Section 52 T p. Act)

(3) Reject his claim - remedy lies in separate title syjt :
: » NOt execution.
(4) All of the above ion

(4) SRF gsh

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET—Y)/(C)



83.

PG-EE-July, 2025/(

| (3) T e T =l

(4) None of the aboye

ﬁi;ﬁ:z;zﬁwaﬁﬁﬁrw@;zozlﬁwmmﬁmwn
~ ST ® ofR gesitas =meer 1 BH-ar v ® 2
(I)BﬁSTIXﬁuq9wﬁm%,¥ﬁma§naﬁsg€a—cﬁ%l

(2) 9& Sorclt & soma TOEE & fie oER B ) e w9 B

(3) ST sivTEs i oruURARY F HRT TETETN B SEer o T

(4) SWFH ¥ q HE &

After preliminary decree directing accounts, defendant discovers ledger entries
allegedly showing full settlement. Can he succeed in review ?

(1) Review barred; remedy is objection before Commissioner.

(2) Review lies only if evidence was unavailable despite diligence.

(3) Discovery after decree of a vital document meets Order XLVII test.

(4) All of the above o
it B PR F A i R & A, sRed # o w3
Wﬁ@aa@mqﬁﬁaﬁ&rﬁ%lwagHﬁaﬂﬁmam

g7
(l)aﬁmﬂﬁ%;aﬂgﬁ%

(Z)wmmﬁﬁ%mﬁm%ww@wqﬁ%l

fe @ T T oTRY XLVIL ot F g w

2

(4) JAAET Sl P.T.O.
LL.M.)(SET-Y)(C)
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84. Sole defendant dies after cvidence commenced; plaintiff moves for substitution 25
days later showing ignorance of death. Court may : |
(1) declare entire suit abated automatically.
(2) set aside abatement upon proving sufficient cause.
(3) treat decree passed in interre'gnum as nullity.

(4) All of the above :
ART IE AN B a1 GHA AREe) @ g & o & ardl 250 R A gy
& oEmaT RE gy, siwams 3 fe omded Ham 81 AR e )

Hehall ® .
(1) 99t gpad B @a: garT T HT FHT |

(2) wate HRT AT S YT YT Y T B GHAT T |
(3) SaxT # qika fesht @Y o= |19 gepar 1

(4) I Tt

85. Trial court awarded interest; appellate court modified decree on merits but stayed silent

on interest. Decree-holder’s execution claim for interest should be :

(1) Dismissed; silence equals denial.

(2) Allowed; interest portion of trial decree survives.

(3) Referred back for clarification under Section 151.

(4) None of the above .
e HrE F @ e ol HI A qrRIAr & MR G R Fr giRa fear

AftpT =T X g9 @1 | & & Y fehares & M g@r fry &9t =nfee

(1) @iiet; gt & Aadd & 3 | |
(2) &hgd; ga B & @ e a9 o
(3) )T 151 & ded WEHT & [ a9d S Sar
(4) IR 7 | Hg el

PG-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C)
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86. A written constitution em

o powers judges to strike down statutes repugnant to "basic
moral principles.'

" A strictly positivist bench nevertheless upholds a law criminalising
pe.a.ceful dissent, citing mere fidelity to the enacted text. Which of the following
critiques most directly undercuts the bench's reasoning ?

(1) Hart's "minimum-content" survival thesis

(2) Finnis's natural-law account of common-good participation

(3) Kelsen's purity postulate separating law and morals

(4) None of the above

T e« st @ gy A Reidr $ R S B
B B AAHR A ¥ AR N o @ s de 3 affEte e 3
qﬁrmﬁmwm&%@sﬂﬁgﬁawﬁfaﬁmeﬁmﬁaﬁw
H TR @1 | Praiifad § ¥ Pa-@ omera e B % B dEd @
AR TR FHHSIK Bl & ?

(1) & # ‘FAaH-arEl’ Iasifaar S _

(2) T &1 aHrg-eT=sT wFe) &1 Jhikis-HT T

(3) HeET H FEAT P FATYRON B 3N Afqbar B ST FHIE &

(4) SIA® F F P 7 ’ ‘

87. According to Lon Fuller's eight canons of the "inner morality of law," which single
defect most completely negates the possibility of a genuine legal system ?

(1) Statutes are kept secret yet applied retrospectively to past conduct
(2) Rules are prospective but mutually contradictory
(3) Laws are prospective, consistent, and public but change hourly without notice
(4) All of the above | _
‘GBI B AARS ARHAT B A IR & e R=ial & AR, DF-T1 T
Y GIAAH HILAT TOMA B GAEAT B T @ q qhRaT & ?
(DWWTQW%%,W%ﬁB%MWWWW%W
(2) Frag it @1d 8, AfpT TR RAiemmd 8 ¥
(3) A WE, ET SR "ESte A ¥, AR R el gaem @ se g
& ST 8
(4) Ius g4t ’
’G-EE-July, 2025/(LL.M.)(SET-Y)/(C) P.T.O.



40

c

' " brain-
88. A legislature criminalises "socially harmful thoughts" detected by compulsory brain

89.

scan technology. From H. L. A. Hart's analytical framework, the measure fails

primarily, because it :

(1) Collapses the distinction between primary and secondary rules

(2) Ignores the external aspect of rule-guided behaviour

(3) Destroys the internal aspect of rules by making genuine acceptance impossible
(4) None of the above

@WWW—%W.WWWW‘W@Q
giFRS fERl’ @ st =t R wa.gE.u. B¢ ® Rsewenes e 9,

¥ IUF A &9 4§ Oea @ oar g, w9 g8

(1) sty i) fadhas el & g @ efax @ g9 &T a7

(2) Fra=-fEfa =rmer & Sl geq @ oFREr &R §
(3)mwﬁ$§ﬂ§%®amﬂawﬁaﬁf%aﬁaﬁzsqzqaﬁwmém%
@) SRE ¥ F NE 7 ‘

Ronald Dworkin's "right-answer thesis" rests mbst fundamentally on which
presupposition ?

(1) Judges ppsseés special 'epistemic access to empirical community values

(2) Law is an integrated framework of political morality discoverable by constructive
interpretation

(3) Democratic decision-making is the only legitimate way to settle hard cases
(4) All of the above
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90. Ceritical Legal Studies scholars speak of “trashing" orthodox doctrine. Which of the
following moves best illustrates that method ?
(1) Re-describing private
(2) Portraying mens rea
(3) Framing Hart's "ope
(4) All of the above

. T B ST B fyEm wfeard) frsid & = Y B a9 B
%lﬁ’:ﬂ%‘i@aﬁﬁ —H1 FEH IF TEfT B 99 o=l a3 q q9far 7

(l)ﬁvﬁ—ﬁqﬁr%aﬁfaﬁwﬁzﬁw%m%mﬁm%aﬁhm
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ElEciCTe)

'(3)m%‘@w’ﬁwmﬁmwﬁ%mﬁw
HT | ‘
(4) S Tt

91. Article 356 can be invoked, wheh :
(1) Constitutional breakdown in the State’
(2) The State fails to implement Central laws

(3) The State deviates from national interest
(4) None of the above

STV 356 H1 FAWT O« A o | B, o
(1) U9 § I geq &

(2) T BT HEEAT B AT B F e @
() T Ty fRa & frafea dar @

(4) ST 7 q HE &

"Property claims as allocations of social wealth
analysis as an ideological screen for class power
D texture" as perpetuating judicial hegemony.

92. 'Doctrine of eclipse' applies primarily to :
- (1) Laws inconsistent with Part III before 1950
(2) All post-Constitutional laws violating Article 13
(3) Parliamentary proceedings under Article 105
(4) None of the above .
‘T 1 fasia’ ger w0 § Frefaia o @rp e @
(1) 1950 q gt wFT- 111 & &1 STEITd HL
(2) STIRT 13 F Iewiad B A G Hie=-g=g HLA
(3) TV 105 & Ted FHLT Hradre!
(4) STAw F |q HZ TE
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93.

94.

95.

96.

The power of judicial review under Articles 32 and 226 :

(1) cannot be taken away by constitutional amendment

(2) extends to constitutional amendments violating basic structure
(3) is part of the basic structure

(4) All of the above

STTEBT 32 A 226 & et R e AR

(1) GQenfvep GME ERT a9 &t off o7 @ehall |

(2) AT EA B IeEA A A TAeH Helerdl q FAEART B

(3) g« e H fBEam B ,
(4) STH TN ;

Article 141 binds :

(1) All High Courts only (2) All Courts and Tribunals

(3) All authorities under Union and State ~ (4) None of the above

SR 141 PrefiRad @1 s et B - '

(1) daw 9+ =9 AT (2) g T R AIMHHIT

(3) " X I B AT Gt Wfreer (4) IUAh H F HIg Ae

A law mandates compulsory disclosure of 'Aadhar' in all school admissions. The

Court's inquiry will turn on :

(1) Whether it violates dignity and autonomy

(2) Whether the restriction serves legitimate aim

(3) Whether it violates proportionality

(4) All of the above |

UH BLT AN A A A SMER H A SRt sAfERt wear ¥ |
RIRISEECIRS SRS IR S R e a1 |

(1) =1 g8 TRET R @Edr &l SeieT Il B
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(4) IUR6 Gl

A minor fraudulently misrepresents himself as an adult and borrows ¥ 50,000. He later
invokes minority to avoid liability. What principle most accurately governs restitution
in this scenario ? ;

(1) Equitable restitution may apply if benefits are traceable in specie

(2) Minor may be personally liable in tort for deceit

(3) Minor is fully protected under Section 11 despite fraudulent conduct

(4) None of the above
PG
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97. A contract states that goods will be of "exceptional quality”, with no further

Sp§ciﬁFation. When the buyer sues for breach, the enforceability of this clause
primarily turns on :

(1) Whether the term is void for vagueness

(2) Whether trade usage helps clarify meaning

(3) Whether parties had a shared commercial understanding

(4) All of the above

Th ST H el ™ & 6 A STaeRer qorewr & e, s @is oiR
fftdy € 8 s @dar ST & W g wxar B, dr 39 @s @
Tl JoF &9 § 36 9¢ el e ¥ '

(1) 1 T8 1. STeqsedl % HROT P 8
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98. A contract is entered under threat of publishing sensitive but true personal information
unless consent is given. Is this threat coercion under Section 15 ?

- (1) Yes, if it affects free consent
(2) No, because the threat relates to truth
(3) Yes, if the threat involves unlawful pressure

(4) All of the above ‘

g oSy HaaAe AT Hedl ARGTT SR ThfIG BT B aHB H
geq & fhar Sar 8 O d% % Fedla e & SR | w98 g6l 9|y 15 &
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to his nephew "out of future affection,” in writing by

99. 'A' promises to gift a property he agreement is likely :

without registration. Specific performance is sought. T
(1) Invalid due to lack of consideration under Section 25

(2) Void for non-registration as per TPA
(3) Enforceable as it is in writing and signed

(4) None of the above ; 3 23
‘Al ST AN Y i B ®e $ HROT g data STe Eﬁw%ﬂ
3 Rifaa =9 §, AfeT dofier B e Rftre sgee AT 2=

- g Ewaa: ¢
(1) 9RT 25 & ded e & N & HROT FTAE ©

(2)TPA%WWHW%WW%
() Rifad X smERa 8 B HROT AR BA AT T
(4) STAH F | Hig A
100. A contract allows only one party to determine what constitutes satisfactory
performance. That party uses this clause to avoid payment without explanation. The
clause is tested against :
(1) Principle of fairness and objective standard of satisfaction
(2) Doctrine against arbitrary discretion
(3) Public policy under Section 23

(4) All of the above

THh IEY Haw T UE b gg FMEiRd w7 @ orgHfa Iar B R Ease
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1. A Hindu husband obtains an' ex-parte divorce in California on the ground of
"irretrievable breakdown." The wife, still resident in Delhi, resists its recognition when
he remarries in India. Which inquiry is indispensable for an Indian court while deciding
enforceability under Section 13 CPC ?

(1) Whether the foreign court had jurisdiction on the domicile/lex domicilii principle

(2) Whether "irretricvable breakdown" is a ground recognised by the Hindu Marriage
Act, 1955

(3) Whether the proceedings complied with principles of natural justice (e.g., proper
service and bona-fide opportunity)
(4) All of the above

wh Ry ot SRreffr § orplfs Raes & oMax WX ThURT qEmh A<
BT 1 TN, S ol off Reeht § w B, Wra # gAMEA®E HA 9T FHRH
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(2) = ‘gl few g fare sfefEe, 1955 @R ARG 9T STaR &
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STIER) T STIIT B 8 ’
(4) SRH T

2. Under Muslim law, a wife petitions for 'khula’ after the husband's refusal, and the
Qazi/court grants dissolution. The decision's validity chiefly hinges on :

(1) Existence of a bona-fide khula offer by the wife and judicial acceptance in lieu of
the husband's consent

_ (2) Mandatory return of the entire dower (iwaz) irrespective of circumstances

(3) Proof of cruelty as an additional statutory ground under the Dissolution of Muslim
Marriages Act, 1939

(4) None of the above :
gReE HA @ ded, 9 B FTER B g TN ‘Gar B R @iRes  rR
FRA 2, SR FHEM /T Qe & A5 @ 31 Frofag & Juar g w7 §
zg gx ek e @
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but is treated socially as

3. A couple cohabits for 25 ycars, performs no formal ccrcmony
p y caly peiid der Section 125 CrPC.

married. Upon scparation, the woman secks maintenance un

Admissibility will most critically depend on :

(1) Registration under the Special Marriage Act, 1954

(2) Existence of a community custom recognising such unions as valid marriage

(3) The statutory presumption of marriage arising from prolonged cohabitation under
Evidence Act Section 114 and Supreme Court precedents

(4) None of the above |

TH SUST 25 9 9% 9 T g, ¢ oluaies gae e HIT T, AT
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4. A Hindu wife files a petition for divorce on the ground that the husband is already
married under Muslim rites after converting the previous week. The maintainability of
her petition under Section 13(1)(i) HMA is tested agamst

(D) Doctrine of conversion dlssolvmg previous marriage automatlcally

(2) Prohibition of bigamy under Section 17 HMA read with IPC Section 494,
irrespective of new religion

(3) Requirement that the second marriage be void under Section 5 HMA even after
husband's conversion . I

(4) All of the above
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5. g\fflaor:; ZI;ZUS; sceks di.vorcc before a Matrimonial Court relying solely on the ground
h Porsi M 0 Jugal society for 18 months" without proof of desertion or cruclty. Under
the Pars1 Marriage and Divorce Act, 1936, the petition is '

(1) mamtam:able because the Act allows discretion to grant divorce for non-resumption
of cohabitation.

(2) premature because minimum period is two years under Section 32(g).
(3) barred unless pa