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1.   “Public Interest Litigation is a silent revolution.” Discuss this statement in the light of 
various revolutionary decisions of the Supreme Court of India rendered through public 
interest litigation. 25 

OR 
 “The Supreme Court of India has effectively protected the Human Rights of the 

Prisoners and arrestees through Public Interest Litigation.” Discuss this statement with 
relevant decisions of the Apex Court. 

 

2. Discuss in detail about the powers of the courts competent to entertain Public Interest 
Litigation. In which circumstances, these courts can refuse to entertain PILs ? Explain 
with illustrations. 25 

OR 
 Explain with the help of the decided cases the contribution of the Supreme Court of 

India in the protection of Environment. 
 

3. Discuss the limitations of the Public Interest Litigation with appropriate cases. Explain 
the incidents of misuse of PILs. 25 

OR 
 Describe the salient provisions of the Gujarat High Court PIL Rules, 2010. How these 

rules have helped to regulate the court administration of Public Interest Litigations ? 
Explain briefly. 

 

4. (a) Write note on any two of the following :  15 
  1. Murli Deora v. Union of India (2001)8 SCC 765 
  2. Lili Thomas v. Union of India (2013)7 SCC 653 
  3. People’s Union for Civil Liberties v. Union of India (Right to exercise 

option of NOTA) (2013) 10 SCC 1 
  4. Chairman, Railway Board v. Chandrima Das (AIR 2000 SC 988) 
 (b) State with reasons whether following statements are true or false.  10 
  1. Gujarat High Court PIL Rules, 2010 are mere guidelines not mandatory to 

follow. 
  2. PIL cannot be preferred to protect fundamental rights of people. 
  3. In PILs, the Supreme Court cannot issue any guidelines under Article 142. 
  4. District Court or City Civil Court has no power to entertain PILs. 

___________ 


