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Preface
Hello & THIRR,

Since 2011, when I entered in Law field, I have felt that current system of studying
law as a Law learner is quite traditional (like 1980's competition times). I strongly believed
one thing that if you want to fight in present tough competition war like judiciary exams or
any other law exam, you must be equipped with smart techniques to learn with tech
support. So, in student life as LL.B. student, I used to start linking with one provision other
similar provisions at same time, so that I can recall multiple sections/concepts in one MCQs.

Along with that I do believe in one statement, "ad®E @ g9z & fag, ordfta =t 2
3R fhr wfasa & aR & | 3= . This statement is directly linked with every student life.
So, I found previous papers helpful to understand previous exam level, source of question
asked in those exam etc. But frankly saying, I was not satisfied with traditional way of just
solving previous exam papers MCQs, instead I decided that, to get better output in
preparation, we need to analysis the previous paper subjéct wiSejrather year wise.

Finally, my above said thoughts and vision concltded in one word i.e. "Paperathon”
which means a unique type of marathon where you will find LINKING EXPLANATION. In
this book, you will find subject wise and topic ‘wise segments of landmark judgments.
Further it also includes Latin maxims and“dectrines as well along with easy notes for
interpretation of statute. I have strong faith thatyou will find the initiative of such things will
be useful & productive for your examypreparation.

- Tansukh Paliwal

Founder of Linking Laws

© All rights including copyright reserved with the publisher.

Disclaimer: All efforts have been made to assure accuracy of the answer given and
explanation provided. However, any Bonafede or unintentional error or mistake as to
typing, printing or otherwise will not entitled any reader of the book for any kind of
damages or compensation whatsoever.
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1.

Landmark Judgements MCQ’s
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

PREAMBLE
'Preamble’ is the part of Indian Constitution
declared in the case of/'TRdIeATl' URdT dfae ahr
31 ¢, fore are A RruffRa frar man 2
(1) Maneka Gandhi Vs. Union of India 1978/ A=enr mieft
T HRd 9 1978
(2) Indira Sawhney Vs. Union of India 1992/ gfe
HTE-t I Rd 9 1992
(3) Keshavanand Bharti Vs. State of Kerala 1973/
HRAATE TR S Il I7 1973
(4) Vishakha Vs. State of Rajasthan 1997/ fasmar W
ST I 1997
Ans [3]
Linked Provision- Preamble L/w Art.368 COI.
Explanation- Preamble of COI presents the
intention of its framers, the history behind its
creation, and the core values and principles of the
nation. It declares India to be a sovereign, socialist,
secular and democratic republic.
The objectives stated by the Preamble are to secure
justice, liberty, equality to all citizens and promote
fraternity to maintain unity and integrity of the
nation.
Case Law- Kesavananda Bharati vs. State of Kerala
(1973), in this case, the Court held that the Preamble
of the Constitution will now be considered as part of
the Constitution & as a part of the Constitution, it can
be amended under Art.368.
fefeRT ureremT- SRR L/w S1J<s¢ 368 HRd ohT Sfdem |
TERUT- YR & dfaem &t et g Rafaret & sz,
! T ! &1 T§ WRA ol Goh T, THISATS], SH-ROET
3R dArehdifeh TURTSY YT T &1
IefAhT & Idrg MU IgT Tt ARt & T, s erd T,
AT AT AT 3R Ag FY TerdT IR GESdT I91¢ 3@
& fAQ TR &t derar S B
fAofa fafd- dherare wRdt T FRa ISA(A973), 39 9t |,
qrETerd = 7 foh Gfaem it SefAerent e Tfdum o g
AT ST SR T & Uen foed & €U H, 38 31gds 368 &
Jgd GNfad fohar S aehdt 81

In which of the following case the Supreme Court
held that the preamble is not a part of the
Constitution? / A= & & forg am« & S=an =T 3
g uroT forar 6 usara=n dfden=t a1 vy a8 @2
(1)  Keshavananda Bharati case | hmaM—=< YR a1g

) Maneka Gandhi case / Bep1 iieft arg
(3)  Minerva Mills case / fa=af g arg

) In Re Berubari Union case / 3 & ¥art gfaa
G
(5)  Question not attempted / SgART g%

Ans [4]

Linked Provisions:- Keshawanand Bharti vs state of
Kerala, 1973.
Explanation:- In Berubari's case, the Apex Court held
that the Preamble was not a part of the Constitution
and therefore it could never be regarded as a source
of any substantive powers.

)

In the Kesavananda Bharati case (1973), the Supreme
Court rejected the earlier opinion and held that
Preamble is a part of the Constitution.

foifeRTT grarem=: - e YR S 3R sy, 19731
WROT:- AR & O d, galew wEe™ 3 e R
TEaTaAT Sfder ot g Tt ot ofik safew 3 oeft oft feneht
Y o1 1k T S 81 AT ST Hehal 61
FREFE IR A (1973) ¥, gaiea O™ 1 ugd it I
ot @RS R e 3R a1 b vrara Gfaer o1 ues iR g1

Which of the following cases upheld 'secularism' as

a basic feature of the Indian Constitution even

before the word 'secular' was inserted in the

Preamble? / u&re=T # 'enffARder (secular)' 2reg & S

S_ & ft ugdl, fRafaf@a amel & @ forad ' anifArderar

(secularism)' & wRdg d@fdu= & g gaya fAtuar

HTET T U1?

(a) Indira Gandhi vs. Raj Narain / 3fezT 7ifeft s o
ARIgUT

(b) Kesavananda Bharati vs. State of Kerala / @<
IRt T hed I

(c) Waman Rao Vs.*Union of India/am™+ @ §99 9Rd
g

(D) Samatha vs. State of AP [ THAT S9TH 31T-8 LT I

Ans. [b]

Linked.Provision-

1. /The Constitution (42nd Amendment) Act, 1976.

2. “Article 25-28- Freedom of religion.

Explanation- Case- Kesavananda Bharati v. State of
Kerala, 1973- Supreme Court, the word secular was
originally in the Constitution as a fundamental right
even before it was inserted in the Preamble.

et urae :-

1. dfdum (42af dnem) srfafam, 1976 1

2. IJeE 25-28 - i dI Wl

TEEIOT - qTE - FAATE TR M I 759, 1973 - gared
AT, UEATaHT § STt ST & gd & effavder et dfdem
e SRRT & T4 7o 7|

Parliament's lack of power to alter the Basic
Structure of the Constitution was propounded for
the first time in/dfAu™ & g& i@ & aRadw &= Hr
< K 2Af"F AT 9T Ug! IR e ufaufed fomar man
UT?

Or

In which case the Supreme Court of India

propound the basic feature doctrine for the first

time? / forg Ame # YRA & Tai=a AT T Ugel IR

7 fastar Rgia & ufaure fran?

(@) Sajjan Singh v. State of Rajasthan in a dissenting
judgement. [ T g oW IoRYAE Iwg H
srgHfayguf o)

(b) Keshavanand Bharati v. State of Kerala / $em@me
TR I el I |

(c) LC. Golak Nath v. State of Punjab / 3ms.@. me
1Y T GoTe IS |

(d) Minerva Mills v. UOL / faaf faeer s=m gaitand|

Ans [b]




Landmark Judgements MCQ’s

Constitution of India

Linked Provisions :- Sajjan Singh v. State of

Rajasthan - Article 368

feifT uTaers - goom &g 9 IToTR ISy - S 368

Explanation :-

1. Kesavananda Bharati judgement, was a
landmark decision of the Supreme Court of India
that outlined the basic structure doctrine of the
Indian Constitution. The case is also known as
the Fundamental Rights Case. The court in a 7-6
decision asserted its right to strike down
amendments to the constitution that were in
violation of the fundamental architecture of the
constitution.

2. Challenging the constitutional validity of the
24th, 25th and 29th Amendments to the Indian
Constitution, which sought to curtail the powers
of the judiciary and the fundamental rights of
citizens.

T eReoT:-

1. heEFE YRt Fofg, R & gata AR d1 Uw
AMaeRe Pl o Bow yRdg dfRam & g0 e &
fogia ot Wifha fhar 39 9w &t Aifdes sifder
AW & FU F off ST S1aT 81 e | 7-6 & 9gHd 8
feg mu fofy F dfoum & 37 It @) | B & e
JfIRR W SR fear St dfdem & Jo TREAT @1 Iewied
& g1

2. R Efdu™ & 244, 253 R 299 HeiteHT S ddure
gt @l g &1, e e i afeal ik
ANTReT & Fifeies IfABRT B HH HA HI HIfAy 6 78
oft|

The Constitution Bench judgment of the Supreme
Court in "L. Chandra Kumar v. Union of India”
(1997) 3 SCC 261 case is a landmark decision‘on’the
issue of / "UA. dg FHAR SFTH HMRAGH"(1997) 3
Tadiet 261 At § gaf=a =amaea @hEfaaatdis @
e 39 g R U Ofaefee Fofa g
(A) Inter State Trade and Comimerce | ST
AR 3R arforsy
(B) Power of Judicial Réview, of High Courts and
Supreme Court is part of basic structure of
Constitution |/ S=@ <R 3R Jaig AR &
=1ieR Tfter <t 1fh dfde & 9o o @ e @
(C) Elections to Parliament [ 99 & g@
(D) Reorganisation of States / I<al I gia
Ans [B]
Linked Provisions- Art.13 L/w Art.32, 226, 368 COI.
et g - srg=de 13 Uel/ssey =< 32, 226, 368
Hretamg
Explanation- The concept of Judicial review was
evolved in America from the case of Marbury vs.
Madison. It is the power of the court under which
they check the constitutionality of the act passed by
the Legislature. This power has been conferred on
the High Court and Supreme Court which can declare
a law unconstitutional, if it is inconsistent of
Fundamental Rights.
weteReor- e THlen Y sraurRom MR # A a=
AfeEs & At @ AaRia g3 ot a8 =marerg &t a8 Ak 8

(8)

fSrads 9ga 2 faurrsa gr uiRa sifafyam &t daenfRaar &
S ed &1 T8 1f<h =T WTerd 3R alwa <AaTerd &l Ue
&Y TS & ST fonelt st SridenfAes Sifda o TaRd €, afe 9
Hiferes ARl & a1 IrTa &1

Case Law- In L. Chandra Kumar vs. Union of India
(1997), SC held that the power of Judicial review given
to the SC and HC U/A 32 and 226 is a part of the basic
structure of constitution and it cannot be terminated
by statutory amendment U/A 368.

fofa- g, 9% AR W wRa @9 (1997) # gat
IRATAT 3 7T foh Fatea <amarerd $fR 3T <A™ i 9RT 32
3R 226 & Tgd & T3 ATk Feten i afh dfdu™ & g e
T U g & 3R 38 URT 368 & ded dutiHes Geied gRT
AT g1 fohaT ST TehaT 81

It was held by the Supreme Court of India that

preamble was not a part of the constitution in the

case of ............. and this has been overruled in the

case of......... | YIRA & Gai=a [y A ag 9= T foh

........ & ama # gt d@fdaE @ R a8 oft e

............. & Amehd e ERReT w Rar mar @

(1) In re : Berubari Union; Keshavananda Bharathi
vs. State of Kerala /| J&et gfam: Fe@Eme 9RdT
A ARSI

(2). A\ K Gopalan vs. State of Madras; Maneka
Gandhi vs. Union of India / T.&. Mure= S99 A1
1Y BepT Mieft I R TR

(3)” Ajay Hasia vs. Khalid Mujib; Som Prakash vs.
Union of India / 3@ gfar sam @ifeig geia:
YRR §HH YR TRHR

(4) LC. Golaknath vs. State of Punjab; Shankar
Prasad vs. Union of India / 3ms.4f}. My s99
U TSy [eh UG I-H R 99

Ans. [1]

III - FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS
State (Art.12)

The Seven Judge Bench of the Supreme Court of
India in Pradeep Kumar Biswas v. Indian Institute
of Chemical Biology 2002 (5) SCC 111 overruled its
judgements in the case of
Ty AR e amw Rae fae s FfRea
araierstt 2002 (5) TaEH 111 & WRA & geti=a /@™
& Tra =rarsfien f dis 3 Fafaf@a s | oo et
ot @it @
(a) SabhajitTewary / gursita faart
(b) R.D. Shetty / 3R} &t
(c) Ajay Hasia / sroma gfan
(d) G.Basi Reddy / Sft. a=it 3gt

Ans [a]
Linked Provisions:- Article 12- Definition of State
feifehe umaem - srg=de 12- Iy Y gl
Explanation:- In Pradeep Kumar Biswas Case,
Council of Scientific & Industrial Research (CSIR) was
held to be ‘state’ under Article 12, overruling Sabhajit
Tewary Case.
T - U HAR fowae AW #, denfe ok sl
Sy uRug (FTHSmEerR) ot gl fdart ama &t
GIRST e §Q 3igeds 12 & dgd 'Isg’ AHT T Tl



S. No.

57

Maxim

“Mutatis
mutandis”

LEGAL MAXIM & DOCTRINE
Meaning

With necessary changes.

TGk UREd & 1Y |

Related Sec.

Sec. 273 BNSS

58

“Necessitas
publica major est
quam private”

Public necessity is greater than private.

greoieh JTaTehdT fAsit STaaehdr € 31fdes Tat g1

Art. 19 COI

59

“Nemo contra
factum suum
venire protest”

No man can contradict his own deed.

IS oft cafth 3rum o T We 8T e ehdT|

Estopple by deed

Sec. 121-123 BSA

60

“Nemo debet bis
vexari pro eadem
causa”

Nobody should be vexed for the same act twice.

foneft nt oft uen &t prf & farg &t IR wRem= 7Y favar s el

Art.20(2), Sec. 337BNSS

61

“Nemo debet esse
judex in propria
sua causa”

No man can be a judge in his own case.No one ought to be
a judge in his own cause.

o1s oft aafth o At & =granefier ST &) Gendnl foRedt @t oft o
e | =rarefisr gl g =il

Sec. 525 BNSS

62

“Nemo moriturus
praesumitur
mentire”

A man will not meet his maker with a lie in his mouth or a
dying man seldom lies.

A1E ot fh srga Fafar @ o diete T8l A gadr, 3R T 8t &g
TR g3 &Afeh sl o et 8|

Dying declaration

Sec. 26(1) BSA

63

“Nemo tenetur
seipsum accusare”

No man can be compelled torincriminate himself.

fondt +ft cafes ol @ ot et esgA o AT are 8T fohar i1 gepar|

Art.20(3) Sec. 353 BNSS

64

“Nova constitutio
futuris for man
imponere debt,non
praeteritis”

New law has to be prospective and not retrospective in its
operation.

T fafey 1 mpdTa Afasreelt g a1y 7 foh odataft

HMA
Art. 20(1) COI

1995

65

“Nul ne dolt’s
enricher anux
depens des autres”

No one‘eught to enrich himself at the expense of others.

foneiyent off gt i HiFd W ge S TG A& I ARG

Quasi contract

66

“Nullum crimen
sine lege,nulla
poena sine lege”

There must be no punishment without law.

fafd & 1 i & 7 g =Ry

Art. 20(1) COI

67

“Optima
interpres
consuetudo”

legum

custom is the best interpreter of laws.
Tt fafdt &t qatas e 8|

68

“Parens patriae”

Parent of the nation legal protector of citizens unable to
protect themselves.

RME T ATAT-FOdT, W Y 281 et A srwef AnTReRT 1 fafden e

J) Act, 2015

69

“Persona
grata”

non

A person who is unacceptable or unwelcome or alien
enemy.

o cfth S sreftenrt ar sraifea ar fakeft g gt |

Art. 22

70

“Plea of alibi”

At another place elsewhere.

Sec. 9 BSA

(119)




LEGAL MAXIM & DOCTRINE

S. No. Maxim Meaning Related Sec.
forelt o T R
71 “Plus valet units |One eye witness is better than ten ear ones. Direct evidence &
oculatus testis, |ya gsndle et ¢ g ot e G AgR & | Hearsay evidence
quam auriti de
cem”
72 |“Profits a pendre” |Aright to enjoy the benefit arising out of the land. Indian Easements Act,
4 @ I B aTel AT T TS o T AR 1882
73 |“Quando aliquid [when anything is prohibited directly, it is prohibited |Art. 246 COI
prohibetur ex [indirectly.
directo, prohibetur |5 faneft v R uae €U § ufdey TR ST 8, O 98 WAL TG
et per obliquum” |3 fi ufdsifaa gl 81
74 [“Qui jure suo |He who uses his legal rights, harms no one. Sec.6 SRA
utitur , nemini |t 3uR RN ARGRT & TN wRar 8, g8 R @ suE g
facit injuriam” EEEIGH
75 [“Qui sentit [It means he who receives advantage must also bearithe [Sec. 35 TPA
commodum, burden.
sentire debet et |39 31 g & foh S 7Y U AT 8, SH R HISHT g
onus”
76 |“Quid pro quo” Something for something or theré hasgsto be a correlation [Sec.25 ICA
between a favor or advantage granted in return for
something.
foreht 5T & aect 7 o a1 fohdil I & aea A fear T JuSR At
& & offF SIS deay gyl
77 |“"Quod quis ex |He who sufferssdamages by his own fault,has no right to|Sec.16 SRA
culpa sua damnum |complain.
sentit,non STt eafth SO IeTdl, h HRUT JhAH IBIT 8, I BT HA A
intelligitur @IS SR g1 5
damnum sentire”
78 |"Ratio decidendi/#|The reason or rational for the decision by court. E.g: Reason to be
obiter dicta" raTerd ZRT FIofa & RuT a1 FehETda recorded Sec. 402 BNSS
79 |“Res judicata pro |A judicial decision must be accepted as correct. Sec. 11 CPC
Veritate accipitur” |=fRe Rofa & @& mmr s eyl
80 |“Salus populiest |The welfare of the people is the supreme law. DPSP
suprema lex” ST T hedToT Gated f&Afd 21
81 [“Sine die” Adjourned without fixing any date for the next meeting. Parliamentary
TR Aok Y A arRa T g AT wfid e & T proceeding
82 |"Sui juris” Someone who can enter into a contract. Sec.11 & 12 ICA
ht$ eafch ST et R FehdT |
83 |“Suppressio veri or |Concealment of truth or a statement of false hood. Sec. 18 ICA

suggestio falsi”

T Y U a1 e smeaRur 1 |

(120)




Interpretation of Statutes Notes

(6) Strict & Liberal Construction/saR T 3eR 3raf=a- :-

Strict/aaR (Literal) + Literal/3aR (Reasonable/gfthg=h) = Simultaneous/dTy |1y Application

(7) Expressio unius est exclusion alterius/ Teh &t sifiaafth R w1 afgsrR § -

- Express mention of one thing excludes all others (e ard @1 fSieh AT areht |t &l Bt &1
2). It is usually (¥mT=g4:) indicated (&ffa ghar &) by “includes”, “such as”.

(8) Noscitur a Sociis/ ag WrfleRl ZRTATAATUTE & :-

L ga word T meaning, 39 Associate & T SITCT 81

e.g. Plant a tree; Plant and Machinery.
L 39 case # T words specific g1

(9) Contemporanea Expositio/ Qe SHehTeti weeft :-

“Meaning within the law to be applied, no other meaning/fafsrah\sftaz emera st @y & a1y,

a1 f&h o= smer @l.” E.g. Definition/aRyTeT section /<Ry

If no meaning within law, then meaning given by authority/afe faf & +fiar &t oref = gt at
uTfreRst ZRT fem mar oref fomr smgm. e.g.  Bonus Act ®Employee’ word.

5. Tools of Interpretation/Rd= & Iuehvor

v
Internal (3tiafRer ggatf)

Title (2fider):- (Imp. / Define=Rurpose / Through
light on Law

Preamble (32f2ren):-

(DefineMischief /Key toMeaning j

NotPartofLaw /ContainMotive
Heading:- (Parts / Chapters / Sections)
Marginal Notes (ury fewoft):- (As Last Resort
inserted at the side as section not part of Law.
Definition / Interpretation Clause
Illustrations (g&T=1)
Explanation (earz=)
Schedule:- Part of Enactment / R/w Provisions
(srgerh)
Proviso (u=3=ir)

(143)

AN NN

<\

v
External (ag] @gatfi)

Legal Dictionary/ fafre srearaet
Foreign Decision/ fa2zft fAofa
Foreign Legislations/ fadz2ft =
Related Statutes/ Tsifara dfaferat
Parliamentary History/

Hgadia sfagra

Committee Recommendation/
gfafa fi fRwiRet

Social, Political, Economic and
Scientific Development/
g, doHifas, onfded ok
CEIECATCCaL]

Judicial Precedents/

J1fAes ATt

Other Materials/ 3r=a 9t



Interpretation of Statutes Notes

STl Law @t Intention unclear g, agf following Presumptions :-

Vested rights not be taken away/ Rfga s1f9aRT &t Siar agf s @nfge

Mens Rea is essential for crime/31uRTe & fAQ 29 WIeAT SI*=<t @

Legislatures knows the application of Law/ faenfaesr g it sratsaar st @
Legislatures knows the practice of executive & judiciary/ faufder wrfeRt ok
Jraarferent hl HRIUUTE &l ST @

Legislatures doesn’t make mistake/faenfaenr merelt AgT et

Application of natural justice/urefaes =ara 6t vatsaar

7. Legislatures doesn’t compel futile (useless) things etc./faenfaeT aaf Hiil o= ik 81 &t

WN =

o

EXTRA SHOTS :-
v/ Casus omissus pro omisso habendus est. (Sit mention 7igi &, 3® intentionally omit

frar 81)

v Ubi lex non distinguit nec nos distinguere debemos.
L 9 Law 3 &1E Distinction Al far @, one doesn’t distinguish.

v Redeendo singular singulis:- Let each be put in its proper:place (i.e. words should
be taken distibutively/2rszi st gz | foram ST =1f@g).

1. Legal Proceeding
(w.r.t. matters under Can be continued / instituted
Temporary Act) If saving clause is there.

@1 ot Act, Constitutional ghm, 34T Presume farar sraem|
Welfare Statute —=»7Should be Liberally Constituted.
(seaToTeRt Gfafd) (Serargdes)

4. v & S a9 f 2afws J anfae &:-

» After the Act expired

v/ Power to Repeal x Power to bind successor in future

Schedule VII Enrice = Widest possible & Liberal (fa=« a 32R)
Taxation Statutes (@wren= fafdat) —— Strict Interpretation (e Ad=m)

7. May — Discretionary / Directory shall - obligatory / Mandatory / DIrectory
(frdes &t 21fer | PRarenen) (SeRaTgds)
Exception : Discretion with obligation Exception : Against Govt. —» Construe as ‘May’

e.g. Directives Principles (A.36-51)
Note:- 3R Govt. @ Against @i$ Mandatory Force ST & df Must @7 use.

(144)
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