JUDICIAL ACTIVISM
Judicial activism is a concept that originated inthe USin 1947.

The judiciary plays an important role in upholding and promoting the rights of
citizens in a country. The active role of the judiciary in upholding the rights of
citizens and preserving the constitutional and legal system of the country is
known as judicial activism. This entails, sometimes overstepping into the
territories of the executive.

Judicial activism is also known as ‘judicial dynamism’.
Thejudicial overreach is an aggravated version of judicial activism.

Judicial activism is seen as a success in liberalizing access to justice and giving
relief to disadvantaged groups, because of the efforts of justices V_R Krishna
Ayer and P N Bhagwati, who laid the foundations of judicial activismin India.

Judicial activism can be defined as “judicial philosophy which motivates judges
to depart from the traditional precedentsin favour of progressive and new social
policies.”

Judicial Activism Methods

There are various methods of judicia activism which are followed in India
They are:

1. Judicial review (power of the judiciary to interpret the constitution and
to declare any such law or order of the legislature and executive void, if
it finds them in conflict with the Constitution)

2. PIL (Public Interest Litigation) (The person filing the petition must not

have any personal interest in the litigation, this petition is accepted by

the court only if there is an interest of large public involved; the
aggrieved party does not file the petition).

Constitutional interpretation

Access of international statute for ensuring constitutional rights

5. Supervisory power of the higher courts on the lower courts

Hw

Significance of Judicial Activism

« It is an effective tool for upholding citizens’ rights and implementing
constitutional principles when the executive and legislature fails to do
So.




Citizens have the judiciary as the last hope for protecting their rights
when all other doors are closed. The Indian judiciary has been
considered as the guardian and protector of the Indian Constitution.

Though the phrase ‘judicial activism’ is not directly mentioned in the
Indian Constitution ,there are some provisions in the constitution itself
for the judiciary to adopt a proactive role. Article 13 read with Articles
32 and 226 of the Constitution provides the power of judicial review to
the higher judiciary (SC &HC) to declare any executive, legislative or
administrative action void if it is in contravention with the Constitution.

According to experts, the shift from locus standi to public interest
litigation made the judicial process more participatory and democratic.

Judicial activism counters the opinion that the judiciary is a mere
spectator.

Judicial Activism Examples

It all started when the Allahabad High Court rejected the candidature of Indira
Gandhi in 1973,

In 1979, the Supreme Court of India ruled that undertrials in Bihar had
already served time for more period than they would have, had they
been convicted.

Golaknath case: The questions, in this case, were whether the
amendment is a law; and whether Fundamental Rights can be amended
or not. SC contented that Fundamental Rights are not amenable to the
Parliamentary restriction as stated in Article 13 and that to amend the
Fundamental rights a new Constituent Assembly would be required. Also
stated that Article 368 gives the procedure to amend the Constitution
but does not confer on Parliament the power to amend the Constitution.

Kesavananda Bharati case: This judgement defined the basic structure
of the Constitution. The SC held that although no part of the
Constitution, including Fundamental Rights, was beyond the
Parliament’s amending power, the “basic structure of the Constitution
could not be abrogated even by a constitutional amendment.” This is the
basis in Indian law in which the judiciary can strike down any
amendment passed by Parliament that is in conflict with the basic
structure of the Constitution.

In the 2G scam, the SC cancelled 122 telecom licenses and spectrum
allocated to 8 telecom companies on the grounds that the process of
allocation was flawed.



o The Supreme Court rolled out a blanket ban on firecrackers in the Delhi
— NCR area with certain exceptions in 2018.

o The SC invoked terror laws against alleged money launderer Hasan Ali
Khan.

Pros & Cons Of Judicial Activism
Pros associated with Judicial Activism India

« Judicial Activism sets out a system of balances and controls to the other
branches of the government. It accentuates required innovation by way
of a solution.

« Incases where the law fails to establish a balance, Judicial Activism
allows judges to use their personal judgment.

o It places trust in judges and provides insights into the issues.

« Judicial Activism helps the judiciary to keep a check on the misuse of
power by the state government when it interferes and harms the
residents.

o Inthe issue of majority, it helps address problems hastily where the
legislature gets stuck in taking decisions.

Cons Associated with Judicial Activism

« Firstly, when it surpasses its power to stop and misuse or abuse of
power by the government, in a way, it limits the functioning of the
government.

« ltclearly violates the limit of power set to be exercised by the
constitution when it overrides any existing law.

« The judicial opinions of the judges once taken for any case become the
standard for ruling other cases.

« Judicial activism can harm the public at large as the judgment may be
influenced by personal or selfish motives.

« Repeated interventions of courts can diminish the faith of the people in
the integrity, quality, and efficiency of the government.

Judicial Activism Criticism

Judicial activism has also faced criticism several times. In the name of judicia
activism, the judiciary often mixes personal bias and opinions with the law.

Ancther criticism is that the theory of separation of powers between the three
arms of the State goes for atoss with judicial activism.



Many times, the judiciary, in the name of activism, interferes in an
administrative domain, and ventures into judicia adventurism/overreach.

Way forward in Judicial Activism

Judicial activism is a product fabricated solely by the judiciaries and not backed
by the Constitution. When the judiciary surpasses the line of the powers set for
it in the name of judicia activism, it could be rightly said that the judiciary then
begins to invalidate the concept of separation of powers set out in the
Constitution.

If judges can freely decide and make laws of their choices, it would not only go
against the principle of separation of powers but will result in chaos and
uncertainty in the law as every judge will start writing his own laws according
to his fads and quirks.

Judicial exercise has to be respected to maintain a clear balance.

Making laws is the function and duty of the legislature, to fill the gap of laws
and to implement them in a proper manner is the duty of the executive. So, the
only work remaining for the judiciary isinterpretations. Only afine equilibrium
between these government bodies can sustain the constitutional values.



!. Taoig ﬁ’i‘:?t”?;ﬂ Flml ﬁ‘iﬂ *ﬂ;ﬂudltl;i .ﬂ:ctwism} ; %

FHER ©T Sheo AER @ (e TR e, Rrwe s wfafe e
el wwEta Freeifewaem o ﬁmmm‘gﬁmwmm|%$i
T 1 (4 e sl gl T o frete sfefe wam v s o |

memﬁm@ﬁmﬁﬁ[ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬂﬁ?ﬁmﬂaﬂw
Rt wevs TRam e AR R s O SR aier wew RefFe R

“fde Trae

Bomr o s RerTh sfewel s I @R, © g Rs-Rome, fee,

e ArerIfeiw AL o B e TR | 7| TERFIR! S o
e Aiemer o a3 wdwmeng Hue Fot a9 TR ofia 1 wm

ARTEE 99 @e HE @, win RerefEn e wee siEwmem wy eree
Tavta fRerfig =sret” (power of judicial review) DEIESITA 2Tals F7aw, T4 o favra et
SFwer T oz «ge AETE W [3] GTEAE  (negative) ¢k W [}] Heane



Lo

i e ol
i e [ *Heaardl €

ffirmati ‘twmﬂﬁlwmmﬂﬁm i Iﬁmuﬁ_:;w
e e o R, e ergf Tt RO G, %7 ST GRS st g
gt S (legalistic activism) == ] | ﬁﬁ?
w7 vt Beria wfErens wes PR
TR wraTs Rl FeiT e e O CIVE A we) oy
- @R <f P B wvieTes( e, AT JRRTHE FO W [ @ ey
RerR o Ty TEerE AT @it | &7 e T A Fomm Ry
FErESt | @ s S S0 Pion wani oge RoteiE B, R MewS (2 B. Sawany ¥y
e afefue b . (& =T wr(B (Judicial Activism : Trends and Prospect)-q
e Cu, T Bt st 22t ASRfSTeR (IR ¥ (the action of the judiciary), 71 oy
i 6 e ST C e s e 9 | Fotael o @, ST 0, S,
fim Freii iEwel Tee R WA 20 K 6 GUE FE O S i
o ifiia S SATFE (AT | 259 w11 ST (Bachan Lal Kalgotra) S Tefeem
W GRmeTEREE SReEeER S glebmm wnglifesE’ (Evolution and Jurisprudential
Dimensions of Judicial Activism) =158 2@y e FefiE FiFast TS HAETS i
wipampEs (the unconventional role)-0% JRETHTEA, TF FED SWEE T
(value judﬂls] o7 <o, Tafde wRoE S westEe Gl at g 349 TEke
#its el o, e mwEe Fia iee © AEifEs i gE SeEdl S T S o
0 | O qErEE i (Michael Perry) B 7 SwOBHER, W (WA Wi EEUIH AEDH (The
Constitution, The Courts and Human Right) ¥1%% 5t €% w@e@ ASTes SAHES
w94’ (non-interpretative review) 3@ i Frate | #79, @5 CFE THEG Hefau
(I TR A 2wl W A P BT T GRS i F0E | WEE, e FTE S
ol FHertn weTen e =me 9 WEAb-=sl T99 20 Fe 99 79 4. .
weEE (A. S. Award) FERerTE AfEmecs fom Fetfe seeierst (udicial creativity)
= B wrave | SR ws, G i SE-astes! *RrE s wmEred We e
efitar | Wiz RnEeifen S wda e s aitees ety e o Feke ame, o
T (R E-ieten a9 e ) e 9 RvERner == Fvr Feie
Afgaes &6 eeeie AfFa (creative process) a5 Bfes w4 m | 2y, fvm Fe
Al e [ [l F§ e Fawia @ g Fenms fenm g sqeee e
forer afewimem TretrRaTY, @R A, G e wiffEe W W el weeemen,
TFAIfEFR T, AT Al Ao wefen v umETes s s e @R |
o e WA FACS FIA THE TELAOA AT Hle e on. an. witw G o, 35
fefernm wfmm, e FeieE «fm =R (ntelligence Branch Police Officer), &30
T g o, T pEEE Aew), g TuleTeseT, g s ST (@

 sanitary inspector) #[< SR “ie $40% 20 3= Aferals qreirreia wian sfist «Em
FATE A4 T )

P TS W0 s A1 e TS T, ceni s srget WA
Em; pafiasy | TS Tol B SHfmemem fmaaan o w@Ad

e FEEh dm Rete s G g e T
W (3] eFew TRETE Fde wVMETEr 3Te favr ol

i | T A S0 (2) TR AT S 2T, 1R, @ o : A
e e 3 #efae HErE “E

zre ol ARREE A A 26 T | 1 g, wiemetofire e w e T

e S




e

2

wmw*ﬁmﬁmﬂﬁm st fivta wam wifing femrstibe 2Te 2w b Z00E|
E‘%ﬁwﬁﬁw:ﬂﬁm (BT Y G g WA TR RS s W

SIHIETSLE ] =iiviy Fave 2| Wb [3] ST AT TS Wk TEAET Wl
WY AES o’ wwpica Avtaed et 2 ww o w4 G| O oARACE
WEAFAWE sl (procedure estabilished by law) =erarh Fef@ +FaE =98 AWETE 208
BT A FR | SR 25 TR AR T 20w o, e sy’ 2et T i S
o afmieme 0 30 T W0 W [o] srre W T apRRE ZeTE A
T HorEam A TR A ofogn for Reritn Sraee w0 F@
HRYFAHte T | g AR T FrEReE AR wHeee
Heglbw Al (e oA | TWEEY B 8wy weRue FeediaeE (seas) T ST == T
P [8] R 52 7 ¥HW A8’ (the State)- 0 (@-7TG =W =91 TATE, T0E SHAUSH FHE
(the Government) '€ AW (Parliament) €4t =&l awem wiaws & 73 s4WE A S0
wEE o T aarne 5 Remer st = o

e s D % e [Avdte Ba ders w1 o) FEEEE W (90 =g FE v
fem cafean= | afae wm Ny =i TR (veo), A, (. Col*iF T SEME AT
(Sneo), A TN @AIFE 2197 (sneo), #eFat =AM T wee TEFE (yne), TFF FEM
Foma g e (vvas), Few B Aeve A (shue) ASTE AWAR A (A0FE G
T Teret e 7 | g Himete @ mrm efEars Aieme @ adsimiee wiE
st AfFaE S aTEe T, o Fam AR e wase ) T e
# T, SEeR WRY vy W = aieREvean Feegee TR s s
e AifeTs TIET TR G TR AT Wi 2o wate, T I wde o
gt el Frm by weed v EEEne WA wiEaers qfefe Fa
BrmfAE 2@ 7 929 WiEa 9 wiEeE SR -G e afew 'm e
GEEIE e SEE (3ava), TEF FrEETRT ANA] (yhao), AAEEE FEH-FFEE
AE (5393), COEAT SRS WA (ysae) wsfere AfeRrata e AfFTe =@
Arifers Taaraa one Suew oyW 2frys Erng o s O IEEeE e R
R WEE AEwensy Fm Afente wm Refe @ R, e aEEEm e
ARSI AT e P G AR AR 1899 @ 36T ALATEA B (3593)
Sielg SrafSE | 48-T FDNATE SRR TR HATErS AR ot T 4 © 7 BAE
o I 77 (3, “4% 41N ST FETS (R RONENE €0 Y TR 4R A R erieg
=& w1 [ W FRMTEE e 1 4idibE o wRee ofE Gl S T $AE Eth
2[R FATE | WA, 2S5 ALY o % g A0 o 3(o1) el e
Hiﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂmmﬁm,ﬂaﬁmﬂﬂﬂmﬁwmwﬁﬁéﬁzﬁw%qmww
Sa0E P S (I S 2T S o ReRUTE s, e 6 oy 7 wER REd T
e 2 A1 e @ iy NP 2 coe e | R (Rt st A R
R Aty o ca, AArefieas ndReT CNfES SN’ (basic structure) WE S0 Fafargg e

FEE A

e S A TR AR *F (ST R’ A T
IR T R | et s (oA 7 ey | 2FE AifRE . ”ﬁ,ﬁﬁi“
RO IR EP | oty s e R G FRRHI-CAT) SRR SR T

ltlgﬁmmiﬁﬁﬁwmm1wmﬁmwﬂﬁmm



Sl ] .
i &
] CRS I MRl 6 AGwIed e ~
e AT R e B 39 (A0S A | 7 (A SIS e e e
ST TR SYfETEER el R Fars wa0s 41w | gofie °FS TN 2fivey
EsmefEre 4 Rsmeifeim s T s e 78, Seao A Gibes S o'y 4
&R, TS e F5Ees Brma R sam e Sriead Reva o T @0 A e,
S (P ReE] e FuEAeE Rri wemrea 2ffe aviiwE e vy
(theory of committed judiciary) 257 Frafeza | S WE T 9l Y549 W | ey
1 3P, W, S N 79 9. 425, @F guin o e e w6 ae ey
el EpEeE WE *PrEe P | STEd T W T (sae-11) 5 FeeE en
e TR SeiRE el efefe gemm we HfFa Ror Fewr ferd T fifim
fsrafEenss waff® gurs )
R ety w4 T WA R Y1 FE we ETTe FEbe T
*oarre @ siffie (reifm e wASHTE T G (IR OTIR-G CTYTY (R
_ Feiers GFS WA FAFE S0 73| 830 ARSI S
Bl SR R € TS (T WU (PG FAEE (T FEFE 239y HE 8oy
& 88-5% TERE-SET WeTH O [FEE o | ST @ o (Y EE feanTen
w2 0 |« R R (v Rl aef gfiet s iR, S T
B, qAfE, (w. v, oS, <3, FERIERI, FH WHE SR A [ReE SNy | e
wfease SEweR TEee o i Sl TN (svae0)| GBS FEwH
R e ST e vy R e Grd Fee @ e FE g e
aﬁﬁ,@ﬂﬂﬂﬁfﬁ@fﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁmaﬂmmﬁmhmﬂqﬁmﬁ
SR 35 o} AAIBTT GEREIE T 0, T T S wien ey vrafea efve R
! T | <7 FE WiE A el sEdn qemmete Fife wk ke
sprafa’ wRpatil Co iEe @fte Tme 1 A, o1 et e A 20
P Bielw *raa FIFT T (403 g I T waEre]E, Fome e
At Byt Gafem e @ o A e, e fvt Retfn wfgmen 3t ue
wfamer ol AfEm Br wm @ @ @i Sagad B gER
e BT T WA (3n4n) WEE RS Ae WESE, FEE (9] WW ChER w6
FiETE (Sobs) Eifie sres wfkemm, e A 1 SEe LTI T (dev) EEE 150
Feperr DI 42 AT W, (PR B T ST 1 ST (Saby) e {EE
plear SR auien T SEY T WY | WO, AT WEFA A (FaS
rafire Tfoanesia AeT T Ghe o el Bead fEmia ae wwe (Ssve)
SRRl SR SRS SRATeE FTeA SR 998 AR WA (3ava) Rafke wE
el e 2z =1 rE TR Wi 2R SEER e FE | W, e e
(subv) ARMCET ‘cirrer Fare wftem-gn offi sewmd wbw fepefe RO
@SR W R WA e, BEEEA I S AeT WA (sahe) o€ TE
Wﬁﬁmﬁmﬁmﬁmmmwﬁ%mﬁmﬁww
DI 21 2003 I LY AR T R SrE e s
W1 o1 390 A [33F T 4R1] | I, $o00 SR 3% S e Romafe &
WMEWWWH%WWWWW%WW
e B (et ek Frel ol vl ot T e ges o W w
Ao wwendd wiisE ¢ wdHiET mmmﬂwgmﬂﬁ'
WWWWWLWWQWW{WWWW’




=)

sars), R ST WS 6 Sigfes Ifw AAFCR WEGR (AR T T LB,
Saba), FEITE OF @ TN SR (i W FaE ane, saad) RE e e i
vauls e afesm T 2 RoPmm (yaav) e e AfEmbe e w9
BrE A (A0S A | T AgE R A IR T e P S AT e
we® I el AR, el AN U € e AR gfeE
I IR T RS I o BT T 9T AR, WM (S

© WA Al BRI, WATE @ st Repre A @' e wrd
FALT T AN S D R 4 S RN BAEd 9 | $Tens ge
ORI, e Ty, B @ XBfw ot wefe cwm fEnraia g e
oIt IR A | 2 o el s s e adeR g AR e
wiega Fa0es Tyl 0 | Siteme B yast HE Dee (sl S Sfeyeee Ra
SIS (e T Sl ate Sare Sife T wRE T S w0 A A | S
4% A AT A el gu s wege GReese WeE delie FEeE |
ST o W, TG T T, R e (el ST, oAl L W, 3o
STeiE (RET AR A0 R W e A U £F 9 Herel Haie

e Ferr wfe. | TR AR MR i Re, 4w et o Rew fetrm wig
A6 v e & =) WiRetm iR w'm oewl Tweme) s e v Fem,

Ferre APt w2 gt e cvn wRewRER afeuies 2t
P Wi e« ihw ferr afvn s wwe vy eEm) S Rowa = T,
Yu8 3 A TR e W o wReEE v B wm HEE FE e T TRt
P TR A ae e 6% 4@ wieE difee Rt wEel e aEs A
wieTs 9 FERE | B wRe gl e wem w8 i« Fer om
T WESE | WRE, D Ay SR o T B e RS A = i
Aftnraibe Sfie afemmrn wRe suaeiE wrer o B B o Rl e
wHETEd FI0E A Bl orewm Foemm; Sum e o e B f k-
e oaras TEE 4R @ b ik Foe e g e T Re
AEeEn e i = T T daae A WS Wiy Teiwe wew e e Hew
Fstests wfderr @ aftns zareet gt =m fogd ) =g, s A e s
TEEfETe FER e or AR g wfeey w'e e e o, SR
T WS A FE A T e o fme o cormm mel wee T
TR RO yaaa A 3T TEH TRIEA =R Rseefs . @t e @egifie
Heene G e T Y@ @O ¢ wnRutie wm e, w000 HEE 1w
FRSH TR T FREa W Feme wies e T ymerfesi wem vl e
1 vt i el e (31 o Yaw g fifen ¢ ot Fam eon Rt il a2 =
e R e gefen ou T ¥ WO e I e FEemefia e
waE Hfpre o anmass EoEfaEsm am sfniEe aoe o uw = T S
e Ton wm, sErEEl e (SNSRI T SREE e TEe 93T TR
TSN S SN SRNE] A AETE (TR W wEe [{ei e o
Hearmeirars et S, TS 0 o AR D AeA (e 3 o Wi 9
wifim rem 271 TR, REEel® CREER SHES (T ST e ae dmsie
TR (A (S wigeere g o e W | TR G (90 9 v dwite o @,
R e e (53 WErE Su T —ePITe 4 ¥ T mEe e




‘\,-'"

alk
B ST @ A Iea TRl
alaid —

mmﬁmaﬁmﬁw'ﬁmwmmﬁ'ﬂmmlwﬁm%%
4% A1 (T, HWiErAE e cormEe S 7 (Be you ever so0 high, the law is above yoy
ot ) e Rw R e AR TR T L T ag
ﬁﬂﬁmm |wﬁ‘ﬂrﬂ|cﬁﬂrﬁﬁ—

® [3] *17 (A ¢ wfEH fAwiry CRRDA MACA:  (FT (FE Fo Ry
HZFet 91 wfeA e T A el Gat WEH FSE Wit o | S AT, S
%l e wefum ofea sy 71 (s TUvESa S T2 SE0%1 T G o
ey fem T, wofie con wd Sreifee gt o0 TR WEn fah
A T A0S (T | SRR TR fure gy s A Sl sty g
TR *R 6 Seae AEE L g TR Y (I W R T e Ry
FHEA G AW G ST wiEs A e | 6wl R ormn AiRm-setenm
(veae) wrow APATE, TemBels, guwd] @ FRveR SyrEd FAE-RTE Rewgs
e GEERAEYT aRE @ deEmdei FUE O Gveorsm o e
T T e o qfEn T U9 S0 | HEE, S3EN YRYE-ITeER T
e s e Pofaps Sifesfns wmmm, @esTer FHems cum I, suemds
FETIE VETeE e W s s AkefEre g 99, e wer (e
Gl wlisadamiim agfen S Adasm dfes Hfesfen «ffaads s o229

® [ wiEw [Fer & =m Rewem ffgwet: el aeifen wiem o
“fferrem reRifesay sreferar sEom ammiies t@Rioe e | oiE Fser
e Syt et crifeiea et oETE e iRire ErE | wTEerd) e e
MEATeE werlE (FeFEE A0 AAWETeT FEE 2T 9 ErTed OB e By T
DTSR | 5[, AR ST W S S S e W= T SE0E Gl S S1Ter
T ACAODA | ©IF (e 14 © ATTELE A Ha0 (H=Tewaa Wha FUTEE G5 BIFE | S
=1 Fiete Tl wida Mer Ry el g Yim sarme T B aey e amafven
2AfEPEA FIH FFFena affimm arE)

® [o] 47 @ GEiTed ATAS: Aoy w6 weemed AeeTeR
wrEen Ao e & wm e | v ga b affmers o) aee @ @
AR ET AT T e T ¥0f aeAifenad 9 anitafre oo T R @
WIRACAI FETE | T GO, 4R e e wEle AN AR o we e
R G SR, e wlien el gt smdty sderm AR W
(decline of the infrastructure of democracy)-7 T8 FEaEa Fr=mEE e e 3
COITAIR, 071 G CPIANE T 0 | o I, e, R, S R @ad, T
@ AT € WEe g aw wefer v sEre e weets TUE P
Fﬁmﬂ?ﬁﬂwwmﬁ{ﬁmmﬂﬁ|ma,mq@rﬁﬁmwm
b i e el Il Sl et e T - Rttt S —— e
WIWWW@WWW,WWWWWW
Greeers TR S MGAST oFE At e Fw W wEEl I

mwm&wﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁmw'{mmm!wﬁﬂm
FrelfFes Ui T AFT 297 A i)




e

w4 e R

mﬂ:ﬁigmﬂm e & AMfers Tewg afedr: = =@w e Faers Bow
TR UF eie am Arabe 71 | AT e gae e
1y o W Hfw Rom Remsm Soibafe g R fEas! 25, T S0
@ GG S 2fEw e T, SEE AT ST @ WHALAT WO FAR S
AT SN UGS *1f1 Zrarest | Srar Frewrs widvm Tt vaiom 394 (5B S0 | S SR
1ACE(AA, TRt & wirm e R i oy T o S
MR%WWWWWWWﬂl

(FE BT oieg e qwElh TPdm weemdn And fom Feda
oy AFTONE o1 Wi | Sose Fem Areda A BER ReW 3@
ATAIES «F Aer wF Wre Fira sitew 2B =tera ware *5ff <2 o0 FElEw @, T €
Wi SISt el afh arear s e w So Heie e wied &
e, GHe @ FAES WO <R oo s Sa GRve @ @5 @8 @6 @
2RASF e 9051 T S | O FviaferTy AfFwes wiewf@me!’ (over-activism),
‘caneibifEet” (despotism), e ewema T ﬁ@ﬁ FHM (5B (intimidation) Ten% aE
Pie R *M=i1st | Tiin fifwem e¢s wmite for Rerf sfErer o) wive 9ol
GRABARTER (A [ Arg= Fem . amea fasm fFerer «e daens wme f{ene
afFaia wiavsia We e Fa19 a6 wifEF #@=r (a disturbing tendency to encroach
on the executive domain) 305 BfFe Fare Gy S G-, v AER W™ Ao
TR R ST (ATATTTE TeEe anene o= wfees @98 (2 menace) 09 CarEe
e | we wiie oW O @ gieaE arehiese 39 2% (Tudicial Activism in
India’) AT S0y FE FACE @, R FErE g3e SWrEenE Ll W onE SR
faora famrdit wigwst o et T9amIEel (judicial despotism)® FfEfRe 29| o
Hoim Rerrs vt som W Son) @ Fam saee e Shvide wag 59, “ahake
oo et wre wifEe wigs Ferih e wpw Ferin wwe 3ol s Rreswe " T
o TH—2renE Fvr Ferns e T wEEr @ v B fiw oenen mm wifEs
Hiesreha oiFw =y &6a7fe @@ <%, @%F (Harlan E Stone)-@2 < Bfem wy)
yeow AE R wEfEm @, 799 =i Fer gmg =iz Tersr seRaEesn -
sl T4e et Fer age wraife Fugrs wie, e Aeesifeom s wwe anmem
a7 (39 03 e 7Ete) © o8 Wi (wdle fsmeifeme) TuEfe fagd our

sense of self-restraint) |




tﬁ@l B anic L o ——
I Ry e e, A : ) I'_a
fol= @t #iEaro

S T 0T S 0 | ol

FOMET T A WO Fer Roe firs i a SIeT HPTE S A
mmmwwmmiﬁmmﬁﬁmmwﬂ
"I RIGICIT B TTTRT G CRRICAT 1 2611 1137 94 7 Wi Bedhy oiieia &1 ey

(2] 7R @ i feem oF aem: e s o e e s Qe Ser
TSt 741 TS 4I=F | FosTaena at MR s oot | Rerg womia enfe s e
AT T ST AL 2 | Ca—aeefist gt @ TN T@ <41, S gy
GO e TR s cheEt A wEE WErETE e e QR @em—egts e



SAIETS ety M et AT SR 0| onre BT w1
ﬁﬁaﬁ@mmmﬁmwwmﬁmmlmﬁm T a,
TN ary Wi,
B] Tmard = e 3w Rum Rerh AfEwst P feg WA Tty
EEWEWWﬁWWWWWﬁ_W'_ﬂh
AT TR wmmmﬁlm@ammmﬁﬂfa .
wmmﬁwaﬁmwwmﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁgﬁmmw;ﬂ:@
eI Ry o= s A1 vae Fiees @ ﬁﬁ%mmmaﬁﬁmlwﬁ
Wﬁﬁqﬂﬂﬂmlwmmm{mmm%mw
mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁm%%ﬁﬁ;
Eﬁliﬁiﬂmﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂmnctivlmﬁﬂmﬁm@a#.ﬂ%ﬂﬂmﬁﬁ%wﬁ;
m@mawwwmﬁﬁﬁwﬁm|wﬁmw
AFATE @A TR oA ar 17| )
[4] raife Ty et e VDT ST <1 61 AT AT s ey gy :
ﬁﬂ&ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁlmﬁﬂaﬁ@wﬁMWWmmﬁmmm
mmwmmwﬁmmm—mwﬁmm@mmﬁﬂ
A EH | AR 10w, el @ Fyreaina o4 Ror Brer o o o & AT ST 575
& 2PIPALH PIINIIR ST R 4 ©IF Judicial Activism 05T Sogd 261 537
(5] Tot @t Affe witmErrss Mot A Ets Fio Eﬁﬁﬂaﬁmmﬁamﬂﬁﬁg
MWFWEHWWWIWEWWWWWWWMW
wﬁmﬁﬂmﬁmﬁﬂwmmﬁmmmﬂiﬂﬁmmmmmzm

AT ey A w0 o, AR aﬁmmmﬁammmmﬁmﬁammﬁz
mﬁwg%wwm,ﬁmmﬁmﬁmﬁﬁﬁ?wﬁﬂﬁmmW|mﬁm

mﬁaﬁﬁmmwmmwmﬁﬁawﬁmﬁmmw
R Wi A e P e TRIFHITT TS Bre 3ffe SRy 7 =
T TS judicial Activism~(FFZ *T1eit =tar (o1, o Ry 7o ot |
ﬁmﬁwﬁqﬂwwwﬁmm%m%—

FofYs T sy sronr & s ey am afsb @
Interest Litigation-a7 Trwmy 551 = @ TET e onfe T
T | 2 1T 7R Bt ey e T R A

TF T |
TEATRE =37 | Tt public
T IE = e



e ———

©i% 6T T (T, SEArS A~fewa Rl et o afaey 507 o5F wediee a8 JHel
B4 T THSE T4 A1 AT

HAEAOH!

TriRtATo<s ey ReE Rt ot it 17 fry srese's 5 B0 | Srieare T G [
RS 200 1 el @ AT ey i< 39t s siita 9 smsiae feaf® RerE oo Fer
g e FA00 4 57 | Ret Rerem afrres o vy S [Raem sy g3g Aie<e il
Wﬁaﬁwwmwﬁﬂﬂmwwwmﬁmmwm—www
ATFTOT & T AH R B0F F-NToe age oN1fie THEg Sy 0y SLoE |

[1] SRAMES TVOFN: [ AT AG-IToRmE @5 REE Reriy ATFTer<s Sl @Iy (e ATl
I ATCAMS R (& (e SR 1 Rl S &4, ©f R Rerin Afpaer e
B T | o G s Rt o ReR R AfFTons T Fa @izd @ *PiA Rerts
TS & R Resm s1itys s20r | ©F 9 a9 =, R [Reret [ @ e
AMST=F SeHTS F(F O Fo9 HYF FE I 7|

CHATSINER Fo1 e | FENRF @A Rer ey afgm afesy g IM o Reltsm s
aff B FIE SR s w0 B1EE O Rgry Sersr SEiee 1 87 2= G I
Az (ear 78 (% | a7 wee R et FRIE I Sere A |

ST I 919 (3, FobT 1 Wiz Fert @ #9 [Fert o Ao Ao e 99 GEsaeite

Rreriy AfETeE 1=y I |

[2]




