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PART A — (2x 12 =24 marks)

Answer TWO of the following in about 500 words each.
G emeupeuaneuhmieT Grdia.nE pelEaT Aamedpaib gnssTp 500 Aempsafa
cfen_wefl&seL.

Explain the Pardoning Power of the President under the Constitution of India
with decided cases. -

@pdu gsemLLIden & GYWrss g,mﬁ)mrﬂeh weefliL GuULPMEIEGD 2 ETTSDS
QBT QUPEES(EHLen eferéseyLD.
Discuss the nature and distribution of legislative powers between the union
and the states.
S LHHID WTHE SHTESEHEES @enL_Guuwirar gL <iflsmmsafler gereno LHID
udirey upd eNeurdéEsayid.
Explain in detail the effects of Proclamation of Emergency under Article 352 of
the Indian Constitution.
Andu spsmwlber 352-cugl asrsdlan S1p Aeusr Hleva ArsLangdlearn ellemere,samar
edfeurs edlaTéseyD.
PART B — (2 X 7 = 14 marks)
Answer TWO of the following in about 300 words each.

Gesmau(meuareldmiET @reamg HE geudeaun elameilh@wn gngsmp S00 Qerpasafien
afen_wefl&sayb.

Explain the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court under Article 136 of the
Constitution of India.

@b spsaoinlen 136-cug) agpddlen Ly 2 ds BHoamsHer Hsmy e
ahlenagma|in.



‘All Money Bills are Financial Bills, but all Financial Bills are not Moncf
Bills’. Substantiate the statement.
1 Gang e DBLD; QT omensg 5l

‘Slmedg LI W GanGTESEHD A , .
GG éaH@hLDd LIen L GETETEHEET SIDW. oIflsensenL Flep 5560,

'Cﬂ

octrine of Pleasure’ and its exceptions.

6. Discuss the ‘D
ey U efeurslesald.

amuy e Gamium®b LOHMILD SIFE LA LIGRS
PART C — (5 x4=20 marks)

7 Write short notes on FIVE of the following :
G emeu meueTeu D6 sondnE Sl GHLILGET CT(HEI -
(a) Attorney General of India.

@rAu saeaLo aupssH e

(b)  Office of Profit.
QSTWILD F(HLD Liawt].

(¢ Eminent Domain Principle.
QaréQs@HLY 2few Camum(y.

(d) Residuary Powers.
TghElueTer S ETIBIGET.

(e) Election Commission of India.
@QpHw Gg,r’rg,d)ic%mmum.

() Independence of Judiciary.
Edsgimpulen 55570

(g) Anti-Defection Law.
s 8% sreud HULIE FLLID.

PART D — (2 x 6 = 12 marks)
Answer TWO of the following by referring to relevant provisions of law and decided
cases. Give cogent reasons.
GemeumeuameuDOIET Querg DG FLL QUMSWRIGET DHDILD groreflselu L QUPEGSDETEH
Fatd) HGHS STTEIEIE@HLE aferLwaflG&EaLb.

cial court in Bombay for over 15 years. Due to
the urgency and speedy disposal of the case, the Honourable Supreme Court
under Article 139-A of the Constitution of India withdrawn the case from the
Special Court and transferred it to Bombay High Court. The Constitutional
validity of the order was challenged — Decide.

Libumdé edrer g Apliy fhwapsdd 15 SETHSEEEGD CLOOTE GO VPSS
Hlapenaiuier  GmposI. Qs aupsE eNoarsad SIUETOTER|D (Pl SEIUL
Goueimgus e bHena, e fl@ — e-dabfloamd Qevaupsms @b
oflwaeoti]  sULGH6 ey 139-A-ar  $ip LbLML 2 wiBHwaSSHE
wrpflug.  @ps sy egs@LLL Qeagibgeion GO erdliiy

Qg MefldariniL gl Sinorefldmeyd.
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8 A case was pending before a spe



10.

In the Legislative Assembly Election of 2004, a party named. ‘“JKC' headed by
Mr. ‘X* won the election with huge majority. Prior to etle(:tmn,‘ a number of
charges were levelled against Mr. ‘X’ under the Prevention of (:()rrljpt!()p Act
for committing offences by him during his previous tenure as Chief Minister.
He was convicted and sentenced to imprisonment for more than 2 years. As a
result, he was disqualified to contest election by the Election (Jommlssmn“ But
his party elected him as the Chief Minister. Is the appointment valid? Decide.

2004-1b e s vany Caigeler &m. X eramuseuflar geamaanwuflarar ‘JKC' sramm
QuwmerL &8 WaiQuflu QumbureatewyL e daund GuHDg. CaTsaIHE e,
. X psomwsss ugalla @mbs stesfd Ulbs GHDhsEmEsTs e
shuy sl gflen  &p veCapy EHPFFTHsE  HpeluligmHBes. el
@opareiluns Sriualssliu @ @ran® paTHsEHE GCoors Seapssam _emen
dssLul L. @sen efenereurs eurt Gaiigaller Gumliquil apywrGger Csirsea
po@USHTD 5&8 Basid Qalwiul L. e, SeumaLw s Sulleant sieuamy
Yeo@wssTTs Cain0sHssait. @bs Huwand Qsowss655T? Sioraflsseib.

In 2015, the Indian Parliament passed an amendment constituting a
commission for the appointment of the judges of Supreme Court and High
Courts of India, nullifying the ‘Collegium System’. The Commission comprised
of the Chief Justice of India, two eminent senior justices, the Union Minister of
Law and Justice and two eminent persons. The Amendment was latter

challenged before the Supreme Court of India. Analyse the Constitutional
validity of the said amendment.

2015-1b y@miq s @b LmymEaTDLD ‘AardSBuid weapow' Asdensss Q&g
2 sboapd  LHML o Witk fHufseer AwBLUSHETE QY DRSNS
S0EED @6 Josssms HopCupdlug. s gmanusde QbL sowmo
BELS, wdD QM Wes bhudsar, wsHw s b wHnL pHsg@n SmwEst WLHMID
Bran® S puiisdr o aran_hAGmpsa. Ane, Biss HnsssHen Sgmar wyiy
2 sehfwasdan ey Qare() QAsdaiulLg. Qbss Hmsssdan wirsemnoiiLE

Qsergbganaivamw LELLTie) Qsis
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