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ABSTRACT

The abstract of the provided article outlines the significance and application of the principle of ejusdem generis in legal interpretation. It highlights the purpose of
this principle, which is to guide courts in understanding laws by interpreting general terms in relation to specific examples provided within statutes. The abstract
emphasizes the conditions necessary for the application of ejusdem generis and its role in ensuring clarity, coherence, and fidelity to legislative intent in statutory
interpretation. Additionally, it briefly mentions notable cases where this principle has been applied to illustrate its practical relevance in legal contexts.

Introduction

In the intricate landscape of legal interpretation, the understanding and application of statutes serve as the bedrock for judicial decision-making. Amidst
this complex terrain, one indispensable principle emerges as a guiding beacon for courts navigating the nuances of statutory language: ejusdem generis.
This Latin maxim, translating to "of the same kind and nature," encapsulates a fundamental aspect of legal interpretation, particularly in discerning the
intended scope of general terms within legislative texts. Ejusdem generis stands as a cornerstone principle within the arsenal of interpretative tools
employed by courts to unravel the intricacies of statutory language. At its core, this principle provides a framework for understanding how general terms
should be construed in relation to specific examples enumerated within statutes. By delineating the relationship between specific and general terms,
ejusdem generis facilitates a nuanced comprehension of legislative intent, ensuring that statutory provisions are interpreted in a manner consistent with
the lawmakers' objectives. Central to the application of ejusdem generis are the essential conditions that govern its usage. These conditions delineate the
circumstances under which the principle can be invoked, emphasizing the necessity of specific enumerations, their classification within a broader category,
and the absence of contradictory legislative intent. Through adherence to these conditions, courts uphold the integrity of statutory interpretation, fostering
clarity and coherence in legal proceedings.

Furthermore, the significance of ejusdem generis extends beyond its theoretical framework to practical application within judicial contexts. Notable cases
exemplify the pivotal role of this principle in resolving ambiguity, ensuring consistency in legal interpretation, and safeguarding the fidelity of legislative
intent. Through these case examples, the tangible impact of ejusdem generis in shaping legal outcomes becomes evident, underscoring its indispensable
role within the realm of statutory interpretation. Thus, this article endeavors to delve into the essence of ejusdem generis, elucidating its fundamental
principles, essential components, and practical significance within the broader framework of legal interpretation. Through a comprehensive exploration
of this principle, it seeks to shed light on its pivotal role in navigating the complexities of statutory language and upholding the integrity of the legal
system.

Principle of Ejusdem Generis

Understanding statutes means figuring out what a law passed by lawmakers really means. When courts interpret statutes, they're trying to understand
what the lawmakers wanted when they made the law and then use that understanding to decide how it applies to a specific situation.

There are various methods that courts might use to understand statutes:

1. The plain meaning rule: Courts look at the simple language of the statute to figure out what it means.

2. Legislative history: Courts examine the background of the law, like committee reports and discussions, to understand it.
3. Canons of construction: Courts follow established principles and rules for interpreting statutes, like ejusdem generis.

4. The purposive approach: Courts try to understand the intention behind the statute and interpret it accordingly.
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5. The golden rule: Courts consider the language, context, history, purpose, and consequences of a statute to interpret it.
6. Courts might also think about whether a statute matches up with the Constitution and its implications.

It's worth noting that different courts might interpret a law in different ways, and interpretations might change as society changes.

Meaning

“Ejusdem Generis” is a Latin term and the meaning of it is “of the same kind and nature”.

According to the Black's Law Dictionary (8th edition, 2004.), "the principle of Ejusdem Generis is where general words follow an enumeration of persons
or things by particular and specific words. Not only these general words are construed but also held as applying only to persons or things of the same
general kind as those specifically enumerated."

This doctrine is also called Lord Tenterden's Rule, which is an ancient doctrine. The Doctrine of Ejusdem Generis provides that when a list of specific
words are being followed by the general words, the general words are interpreted in a way so as to restrict them to include the items or things which will
be of the same type as those of the specific words. In the case of Evans v. Cross [(1938) 1 KB 694], the Court had applied the ejusdem generis rule. The
Doctrine of Ejusdem Generis is a principle of interpretation employed by courts to ensure fair and clear justice. It helps interpret laws according to
legislative intent, making sure the legislation's provisions are clear and fulfill its purpose.

Need for the doctrine of ejusdem generis
The application of the Doctrine of Ejusdem Generis becomes necessary under the following circumstances:
1. When there's uncertainty in the wording of statutory provisions.
2. When a provision could be reasonably interpreted in two different ways.
- Essentials of the “Doctrine Of Ejusdem Generis”

The conditions or elements for the application of the Doctrine of Ejusdem Generis are as follows:

1. The statute lists specific words or items.

2. These listed items belong to a particular class or category.
3. The class or category is broader than what's listed.

4. General terms come after the specific list.

5. There's no clear indication of a different legislative intent.

Therefore, to apply the doctrine of ejusdem generis, specific words must be enumerated, belonging to a particular class or category, which is not fully
exhausted. Additionally, these specific words should be followed by general terms. Crucially, there should be no contradictory legislative intention,
indicating that the legislature intended to limit the scope of the general words through the doctrine of ejusdem generis.

Legislative intent must be present.

To use the Ejusdem Generis rule, lawmakers need to have intended it. This means that when they list specific things and then a general one, they probably
meant for the general one to only cover things similar to the specific ones.

. Cases where ejusdem generis applied
Siddeshwari Cotton Mills (P) Ltd v. UOI, 1989 Supreme Court

In this case, the Supreme Court used the ejusdem generis rule to interpret the phrase 'any other process' in section 2(f) of the Central Excise & Salt Act,
1944, along with Notification Numbers 230 and 231 dated 15-07-1977. This phrase appeared after a list of specific processes such as bleaching,
mercerizing, dyeing, and others. Applying the ejusdem generis principle, the Court determined that ‘any other process' should be understood to include
only processes similar to those listed, which bring about lasting changes. Therefore, any additional process must share characteristics with the listed ones.

Kerala Cooperative Consumers' Federation Ltd v. CIT, (1988) 170 ITR 455 (Ker).

In this case, the Court was dealing with the interpretation of the term "'Body of Individuals" as defined in section 2(31) of the Income Tax Act. This term
appeared alongside the term ™Association of Persons." The Court applied the principle of ejusdem generis, which means interpreting general words in a
list in the context of specific words that precede them. So, the Court decided that "Body of Individuals" should be understood in a similar way to
"Association of Persons," considering the same context, meaning, and background. This helped clarify how the term should be applied within the tax law.
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« Applicability of the rule of noscitur a socii

This principle of interpretation is relevant when a specific word or phrase cannot be understood on its own and necessitates an understanding of the
surrounding words to fully comprehend the meaning. Another legal maxim that supports this idea is "Words that are ineffective in isolation become
effective when considered together."

« Scope of the rule

This rule of interpretation has a restricted scope as it is only applicable when the law is unclear or ambiguous. In cases where there are no evident issues
with interpretation, this rule cannot be invoked. It's also emphasized that this rule cannot be misused to render any associated words meaningless. The
principle of noscitur a sociis cannot be applied when legislative or parliamentary intent deliberately employs words to broaden the scope.

*Rule of noscitur a socii and rule of ejusdem generis

The principle of noscitur a sociis is closely related to the rule of ejusdem generis, with the former being broader in scope than the latter. Noscitur a sociis
involves interpreting a word based on its context, while ejusdem generis focuses on interpreting a general term in a list based on specific accompanying
terms. Both rules aid in clarifying ambiguous language in legal contexts.

To distinguish between the two doctrines, we need to grasp the rule of ejusdem generis. In the case of Kavalappara Kottarathil Kochuni v. State of Madras,
the application of this rule was discussed. It was mentioned that the rule is applicable when there are general words following specific words that belong
to a particular category or class. Furthermore, it was established in this case that the rule "...is not an absolute legal principle but rather a permissible
inference when no contrary indication is present.”

This case law clarifies the application of the principle of ejusdem generis effectively. According to it, this principle is relevant when there exists a specific
list or category, and not otherwise. For instance, consider a grocery list with "tomato, potato, onion, and garlic." Here, the inclusion of "tomato" alongside
other vegetables implies its classification as a vegetable. Conversely, if "tomato" appears in a list with "papaya, apples, bananas, and melon," it's classified
as a fruit. On the other hand, the principle of noscitur a sociis addresses ambiguity by considering the surrounding words. While both principles operate
within contextual understanding, ejusdem generis is limited to specific categories or classes of items. This distinction highlights that ejusdem generis
applies under certain conditions, further narrowing its scope.

These conditions are as follows:

1) The statute includes a list of specific words,

2) The items listed form a distinct category or class,

3) The category or class is not completely covered by the list,
4) General terms are used after the specific list,

5) There are no indications of an alternative legislative intent."

¢ Conclusion

In conclusion, the principle of ejusdem generis is a aspect of legal interpretation, aiding courts in understanding statutes by clarifying the scope of general
terms in relation to specific examples. By adhering to its conditions, courts ensure clarity, consistency, and fidelity to legislative intent. Through practical
application in notable cases, the significance of ejusdem generis in resolving ambiguity and promoting fairness is evident. Overall, ejusdem generis serves
as a cornerstone principle in statutory interpretation, guiding courts in navigating the complexities of the law and upholding justice in legal proceedings.
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