
 

 

 

APTI Q 

The Hindu Dt: 11/12/2017 

MCQ’S FOR PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION                                

1. The World Trade Organization’s (WTO) Buenos Aries meeting comprises of which of the following 

agenda(s)? (Indian Economy) 

1. Special Safeguard Mechanisms 

2. Negotiations on E-commerce 

3. Trade Facilitation Services 

4. Harmful fisheries subsidies 

(a) 1&2 

(b) 2&3 

(c)1,2&3 

(d) All of threes. 

2. Who will be honoured with literary award Vyas Samman for year 2017? (Current Affairs) 

(a) Ram Vilas Sharma 

(d) Girish Kukoonor 

(c) Mamta Kalia 

(d) None of these 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAMINATION  



 

 

1. State whether declaring triple talaq a penal offence does not stand up to first principles of 

criminal jurisprudence?(Governance) (Editorial) 

SOLUTION (MCQ’S) 

1. (d) 

2. (c) 

Explanation: Eminent Hindi writer Mamta Kalia will be honoured with literary award Vyas Samman 

for year 2017 for her novel “Dukkham Sukkham”. The author has earlier received “Yashpal Katha 

Samman” from Uttar Pradesh Hindi Sansthan, “Sahitya Bhushan Samman” and “Ram Manohar Lohia 

Samman”. 

DESCRIPTIVE QUESTIONS 

MODEL ANSWERS 

1. Context: The Supreme Court had on August 22 struck down triple talaq, calling the practice 

unconstitutional and in violation of Article 14 of the Constitution, which provides for equality before 

the law. Following this, the Centre came out with the draft Bill on triple talaq. It has been endorsed 

by the Cabinet. Since marriage and divorce are subjects that fall under the concurrent list of the 

Constitution, the law ministry has also written to state governments seeking their views “urgently” 

on the proposed legislation. 

Matter of principles of criminal jurisprudence:  Since triple divorce no more dissolves marriage, its 

pronouncement is inconsequential and in no way adversely affects either the wife or society. Thus 

no legitimate state interest is adversely affected. In making triple divorce a penal offence, the 

government is in fact like the Rajiv Gandhi government after the Shah Bano case — accepting the 

view of conservative Ulema who have themselves taken the stand that while triple divorce validly 

dissolves marriage, the person making three instant pronouncements is liable to punishment. Are 

we going to insist on guilty intention or make triple divorce a ‘strict liability’ offence which would 

mean that even if the person did not intend to divorce his wife, he would be punished for mere 

utterance of the word “divorce” thrice? 

Since the cardinal principle of criminal law is presumption of innocence and the burden of proof is 

always on the prosecution which has to prove the case beyond a shadow of a doubt, how will the 

poor wife prove instant triple divorce if declared orally when no one else was around? The husband 



 

 

will be entitled to acquittal claiming the benefit of doubt. Since the law makes the husband liable for 

the payment of maintenance, how will he pay maintenance if he is sent to jail? 

Way forward: Ideally, divorce should not be treated by divorcees as the end of the world. Our 

women do not need men to lead a dignified life. We must remove the stigma attached to divorces. 

Triple divorce should be nothing more than civil contempt of the Supreme Court. 


