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Paper LB-3035 : CARRIAGE BY LAND, SEA AND AIR
AND LAW RELATING TO MOTOR VEHICLES
Time : 3 Hours Maximum Marks : 100

(Write your Roll No. on the top immediately
on receipt of this question paper.)

Note :— Answers may be written either in English or in
Hindi; but the same medium should be used
throughout the paper.
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Attempt -any Five questions.
All questions carry equal marks.
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1 Write short notes on any two of the following :
(a) ‘Bill of Lading’ and wtat are the legal implications
of it in a sea carriage?
(b) Concepts of ‘Hit and run’ motor. accidents and
‘solatium fund scheme’.

(c) Distinguish between i ‘common carrier’ and a
‘private carrier’ in the light of the Carriers Act,
1865. (10%2=20)
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2. Soumya, a 7 year old girl, was travelling by a truck
which was covered under third party insurance scheme
only. The truck met with an accident and Soumya
succumbed due to the injuries caused by the accident.
Discuss the liability of the insurer of the truck which
was meant for carrying goods only, by cxplammg
changes in the Motor Vehicles law at different points
of time. 20)
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3. The legal position explained in Union of India
V/S Sunil Kumar Ghosh was vulnerable as far
as victims of railway accidents were concerned.
‘E'xpress your views by pointing out the later changes
in law, (20)
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4. “The concept of ‘No fault Liability’ in the Motor
Vehicles law stands away from the tortious
liability principles which warrant compensation to be -
paid by a faulting party to a non faulting party.”
Critically analyse the statement with the help of
precedents. (20)
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5. Briefly explain the following :

(a) “A condition in the ‘bill of lading’ absolving the
sea carrier from liability will not come for his
rescue in case of loss or damage to property
transported, resulting from his wilful act of
negligence.” Examine the statement by citing the
relevant case law on the point.

(b} “If the insurance document expressly mentions the
date and time at which the policy starts running,
any argument for counting the coverage from the
previous midnight of the day of taking the insurance
policy will fail.” Express your comment by
referring to decided cases. (20)
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6. “The selection of the multiplier for assessing just
compensation in motor accident cases depends largely
upon the expertise and experience of the judge in
formulating just, fair and reasonable conclusions.”
Substantiate this judicial opinion with the help of
decided cases on different theories for assessing such
compensation, 20)
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7.

Mr. Ravinder was hit by a blue line bus and finally
after 5 days of hospitalization he succumbed to the
injuries caused by the accident. In a suit for
compensation filed by his dependénts, the Insurance
company raised an argument that at the relevant time
of accident, the bus was being driven by the cleaner

-.cum conductor of the bus who was not carrying a

valid driving license. Further, the insurer argued that
the unlicensed conductor drove the bus with the
permission of the duly appointed driver and it.was not
in the knowledge of the owner of the vehicle. Give
your decision with supporting cases. | (20
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600 cartons of readymade garments were delivered
by M/S. Ram & Co. to Singapore Airlines to be
transported from Delhi to Paris, and to be dispatched

P.T.O.
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to the original consignee M/S. Lewis & Co., Later
on, before the conclusion of the carriage, the
consignor, M/S. Ram & Co. had instructed the carrier
in writing that the consignment should be delivered to
M/S. Regal Imports Co. instead of the original
consignee M/S. Lewis & Co. However, the air carrier
had disobeyed the constgnor’s instruction and delivered
the consignment to M/S Lewis & Co., the original
consignee thereby resulting in some monetary loss to
the consignor. Advise the consignor to prepare his
case for compensation to be claimed from the air
carrier by referring to the relevant points of law and
decided cases. : (20)
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