
 

 

SEMESTER- I 
Name of the Programme  : L.L.M. 
Title of the Course   : Comparative Public Law   
Course Code     : LLM-500 
Number of Credits   : 4 
Effective from Academic Year: 2023-2024 

Pre-requisites 
for the Course 

Enrolment at the LL.M. (CBCS) Programme 

Objectives 

• To introduce the idea of comparative constitutions and 
constitutionalism to the students and will bring out the issues and 
concerns in this comparison.  

• To enable the students to analyze and apply the importance of 
constitutional review and amendments 

Content 

Module 1: Concept of Study of Comparative Constitutional Law  
1. Public Law and Private Law 
2. Concept of Constitution, Relevance of Constitution 
3. Relevance, Problems and Concerns in Using Comparison  
4. Globalization of Constitution  

15 
hours 

Module 2: Constitutional Foundation of Powers 
1. Constitutionalism: Concept, essential features, Distinction 

between Constitution and Constitutionalism  
2. Supremacy of Legislature in Law Making  
3. Rule of law  
4. Separation of powers  

15 
hours 

Module 3: Concept of State and State Action 
1. State Action and Enforcement of Constitutional Rights 
2. Parliamentary and Presidential Forms of Government  
3. Federal and Unitary Forms -Features, Advantages and 

Disadvantages, Concept of Quasi-federalism  
4. Role of Courts in Preserving Federalism 

15 
hours 

Module 4: Constitutional Review & Amendment of Constitution 
1. Methods of Constitutional Review  
2. Concept, Origin, Limitations on Judicial Review  
3. Methods & Limitations on Amending Power 
4. Theory of Basic Structure: Origin and Development  

15 
hours 

Pedagogy Lectures, seminars, debates and group discussions. 
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Course 
outcomes 

• Students will be able to understand the need and importance of 
comparative public law. 

• Students will analyze the various concepts of public law and the 
relevance of their comparison in India.  

• Students can deduct the importance of constitutionalism, the Rule of 
Law and the Separation of Powers. 

• Students will be able to develop the necessary skills in interpreting the 
constitutional provisions. 

 
  


