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1. Answer Any Five stions. F: ; arks.
SR \ Questions. Each Question carry 20 mal
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Read the questions carefully and answer accordingly-

|. “Libertarianism emphasizes the rights of indjviduals in a democracy over the will of lf?c |
collective. Central to libertarian philosophy is the notion that government interventions in |
private spheres undermine rather than promote the SUCCESS and well-bemg of thc’: mdrvnd.ual. |

Most importantly, a libertarian ethic does not divorce itself from the comminity 25 might
gnizes that the individual and

be assumed given its focus on the individual, but rather rec0 !
community are deeply linked; a harm to the community is the collective cqnsequence when
individual rights become subordinated to unnecessary government interference and

intervention.™ Critically analyse the statement through the 1ens of reproductive autonomy.
(Marks 20)

2. “Individual health is closely linked to. and dependent On. community h(:&ll'th."\)\/hen the
infrastructure is ailing, individuals suffer. Issues of physical health are inexorably
intertwined with economic welfare. When individuals suffer from extreme poverty and lack
the income needed even to cover basic needs. a single episode of disease or a drought or a

- pest that destroys a harvest can be the difference betweeri life and death. These conditions
or circumstances are shaped by the distribution of money, power, and resources at gloval,
national. and local levels. These are themselves influenced by policy choices. It makes clear
the link between the social determinants of health and health inequalities, defined as the
unfair and avoidable differences in health status seen within and between societies.”
Examine the status of Right to Health In India. - o | (Marks 20)

3. Mohan ,a minor was brought at Govt Medical College, Kota due to chronic lung infection
on December 20 2020. In the hospital patient was examined by a Senior Consultant
Pediatrician Dr Mithra , wo diagnosed that patient was suffering from typhoid. With the
consent of the parents, the hospital authorities admitted him to the hospital as an inpatient.
On 26 December The Head Nurse Mr. Xavier asked the father to purchase an injection, ‘In
Laniago’ so that it can be admini"Stered intravenously. The same was purchased by parerits
and given to the nurse, who injected the same to miror patient. On being injected the patient
collapsed. Resident Doctor informed the parents that child had suffered a cardiac arrest.
which led to his collapse. He was alter shifted to Ventilator but condition of Mohan did not
improve. The parents shifted the child to AIIMS on the advice of Dr Mithra where they
were informed that even though the child will survive . he will be in Permanent Vegetativ?:
State. The parents filed a suit against the State of Rajasthan on the grounds of negligence
and claimed a compensation of 50 Lakhs. Decide. (Marks 20)

. Critically Analyse the provisions of The Mental Heaithéare Act, 2017. (Marks 20)
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5 : 'd ‘ﬁliun nn(‘ILRC‘L.m MBBS in 2017 from Jawaharlal Institute of
Post Graduate Medical L el &g | ssearch, Chandiparh completed his internship and
Junior residence at the snn.lt. H“ S‘t;r.' N June, 2020 he joined the Rajasthan State Medical
and Health Service as /\W\w',""'; ,,(l)‘;‘.‘;” Grade-1. Thereafier. the appellant joined the MD
Pharmacology (.‘om‘.it‘.‘h" : ::51 .(".l‘;(l;hl "}“ resumed his duties in the Nagaland State Health
:\L‘IW'IFC as Assistant Surge b In A < The appellant donated blood voluntarily in the
Hospital man by the governmc l g Ugust, 2023 1he appellant proposed marriage 10 one
Ms. 'Y which was accepted ‘mlll ' Marriage wag proposed to be held on December 12.
2023 But the marriage was called ofr s
S (UL (e NI e o the on the ground of blood test conducted at the
Government hospital in which the appeflang yyqq found to be HIV(+). The appellant went
again to another hospital at Madlas Where severy| tests were conducléd and he was found
o be HIV (#), Since the mnn'm%el:md been settled but was subsequently called off. several
people |f1clud|11g members 0h 1€ appellant's family and persons belonging to his!
community became 5;;‘”‘11’3 02 tl © appellant's HIV positive status: This resulted in severe
criticism ant and he was_ b g !
l;féhe TSPPc  Conslineeb, Ostracized by the community. The appellant then
approached the Nationa ISputes Redressal Commission for damages against
the Hospital . Decide. «
, (Marks 20)

5. The appellant after obtainin

6. Make an analysis of Suchitra Shrivastava v. Chandigarh Administration (2009) 9 SCC 1
(Marks 20)
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