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Students will be penalized for illegible handwriting

Answer both questions.

1.

“Where a statutory provision on one interpretation brings about a startling and inequitable
result, this may lead the court to seek another possible interpretation which will do better
justice.” S

Per Lord Reid J in Coutts Vs LR.C. (1953) A.C. at 2817

Comment on the validity of the above statement using applicable case law to illustrate

your answer.
(12 marks)

Ms. Fernando, an attorney-at law, is appearing for a case before the Supreme Court of Sri
Lanka today. She has cited the following decisions, which are based on facts similar to
her case, in support of the present case. To what extent will the Supreme Court be bound
by these decisions?

(1) A Full Bench decision of the Supreme Court in 1964.
(ii) A decision of the Privy Council in 1975.

(iii) A Full Bench decision of the Supreme Court of India in 2012.
(iv) A decision of a Bench of two judges of the Supreme Court in 1985.

(08 marks)
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i.

‘@ Pudssiiy Ufeld Ul Csiim @aim, oFFNUSHS gBUOSSSSIQL
opmd  @uugams  elmenensy  oEilugts Gollar,  Sa  dphs Beew
6UIDMIGSInIgUS  euTWILILsTeN  OBmIGon gy CUTGBLBsTemew BTF GCFeven BHEBSME
aulevE s semd”

Per Lord Reid J in Coutts vs LR.C (1953) A.C. at 281

Guoguisiten SnHnilest 6UGO B MTHSHETEMIDENLLI, AUPEHEF FL L mseren E\mha!
IHSHISOSTEEMILI L. 2 FHMTOuHIGEHLET s MDTH DS S.
(12 uetaflamelt)

gULSTemLTeN, OFedell  OQuUiambs, Eam Seomlend o W BHDSHSHS0
aupsOETapdsnts CararmElprT. ST, Saig eupddamer SLSTIILIHSS
SA@EDLIL  UPEG — BHspaysErLal @Hd  Uaeumpd eupsEGd  STeysenen
GHuGEamrT. = uwil  PSHoaHd  abseTsy  SISHBEG BbS SiULsoHeienTed
Wemilsba L Hsfieng.?

(i) 1964 @&t 2 Wi BHWEB (WPWSWLTD (Full bench) &y
(ii) 1975 @eit Camwsnmd HIPHSH ST
(i) 2012 Seit @b 2 wit pHwes (Wb (Full bench) iy
(iv) 1985 @ait 2wl BHWED EBH HHUDHD6N S MUl ST
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