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FOREWORD 

 

More has been aforesaid regarding the writing of lawyers and judges than of the other cluster, 

except, of course, poets and novelists. The distinction is that whereas the latter 

has sometimes been loved for their writing, the general public has nearly always damned lawyers 

and judges for theirs. If this state of affairs has modified in recent 

times, it's solely therein several lawyers and judges have currently joined the rest of the 

globe is repining regarding the standard of legal prose. My best desires to all or any these 

student contributors, for his or her future endeavors. My best desires and assurance to the readers 

that this can add loads to the information when reading this excellent  compilation. It’s not just 

for the legal fraternity but for anyone who has an interest in the field of law. 

 

Our antique culture prays for peace and happiness for one and everyone. Family is that 

the initial and oldest social cluster. it's vied a crucial role within the stability and prosperity of 

the civilization. 

 

Almost everything of lasting worth in humanity has its roots within the family. Peace and 

harmony in the family area unit vital for the all-around development of kids. This Compilation of 

Judgments of the Supreme Court of India and High Court of India, Human Rights, Environment 

Protecction, Article 14 of Indian Constitution  by All India Legal Forum is aimed at bringing 

about desired sensitivity in all duty holders. We’re glad to be a part of the All India Forum. 
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Patron- in-Chief: Aayush Akar 

Editor-in-Chief: Shubhank Suman  

Senior External Manager : Nandini Mangla, Vrinda Khanna  

External Manager : Deepti 

Internal Manager : Dhatri Ghosh, Shree latha 
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ARTICLE 14 OF THE INDIAN 

CONSTITUTION 

 

Article 14 of the Indian Constitution that is 

Equality before law. It states: 

“The state shall not deny to any person 

equality before the law or equal protection 

of laws within the territory of India.” 

The state shall not deny “any person”- 

• Equality Before Law (EBL) 

• Equal Protection of Laws (EPL) 

Equality Before Law is also known as Rule 

of Law (ROL) which was propounded by 

the british philosopher A.V. Dicey. The 

main three rules were : 

(a) Supremacy of Law  

(b) Equality before Law – All people equal 

towards each other. 

(c) Predominance of Legal Spirit – Rights 

are recognized and enforced in court. 

It is a negative concept which “prohibits 

unequal treatment” yet some immunity is 

given to Parliamentarian, President, Prime 

Minister of India by the constitution in 

Article 105, 194 and 31(c) which does 

unequal treatment for the general public. 

In Case Law : Kalyan Sarkar Vs. Rajesh 

Ranjan (2005)M.P and influencial 

politicians are not above the law. Thus shall 

be kept in custody as ordinary person.Equal 

Protection of Laws is borrowed from U.S. 

Constitution which was formed by 

philosopher  

Aristotle.  

 

EPL has three parameters : 

(a) Equality of treatment under equal 

circumstances. 

(b) Similar application of law of some law 

who are similarly situated. 

(c) Like should be treated alike. 

It is a positive concept which demanded 

equal treatment to all. In Case Law : Anwar 

Ali Sarkar Vs. State of West Bengal (1952 

SC)Supreme Court held the concept Equal 

Protection of Laws is interrelated to Equality 

Before Law  

and it is impossible to imagine a situation 

where Equal Protection of Laws is not a 

violative of  Equality Before Law. 

A new doctrine has came up in the case of :  

Ram Krishna Dalmia Vs. Justice 

Tendulkar(1958) 

 

Doctrine of Reasonable Classification : 

Intelligible Differentia (ID) 

Its says classification must be done upon ID 

that distinguished person / things that are 
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grouped  

from others that are left out of the violation 

of article 14. 

 

Rationale Nexus 

The differentia must have some relation with 

the object of classification. There should be 

a  

relation between differentiations to the 

object of classification. 

 

NEW DOCTRINE 

In E.P. Royappa Vs. 

State of Tamil Nadu 

(1974)Justice Bhagwati 

termed EQUALITY a 

dynamic concept which 

said that equality cannot 

be cribbed, cabined and 

confined. Where an act is arbitrary it is 

implicit that is a violative of Article 14. 

Equality and Arbitrariness are sworn 

enemies. 

  

EQUALITY BEFORE LAW = RULE OF 

LAW + Natural Justice. 

Relation of Article 14 of the Indian 

Constitution with Environment Law. 

Article 14 states that, “The State shall not 

deny to any person equality before the law 

and equal protection of laws within the 

territory of India”. The government can 

infringed the right to equality if there is any 

impact on our mother environment that is 

environment supersede right to equality by 

the decisions of the government. An 

arbitrary action must necessary involve a 

negation of equality, thus urban environment 

groups often resort to Article 14 to quash 

arbitrary municipal permission for 

construction that are contrary to 

development regulations. Any  

provision made in the in the context of 

environment protection 

in Article 14 of the 

Constitution cannot be 

questioned before the 

court of law on the 

grounds of no legislative 

competence. 

 

Judiciary plays a very strict and vital role in 

protecting from arbitrary sanction by the 

state, which they exercise powers on the 

way of their state authorities given by our 

constitution. Awfully using discretionary 

powers by the state without calculating the 

interest of the general  

public which violates the fundamental rights 

of the people given in part 3 of the 

constitution. 
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In Bangalore Medical Trust Vs. B.S 

Muddappa, case it was decided that for the 

extending of the  

city improvement scheme had made under 

City Improvement Board of Bangalore. 

Firstly, it was decided that a low – level park 

is to be made for which an area was kept 

under the scheme. But then the chief 

minister interference is made and under his 

direction a low- level park to be  

converted in civic amenity site where the 

construction of hosptals to be made. And 

when the construction was just begun the 

residents of that area moved to high court 

for making a hospital  

instead of a park.

 

 

In the petition in the High Court the 

residents were allowed by the honorable 

court. But in the appeal made in the 

Supreme Court, the appellant where given 

the win by giving the judgement that the 

power to allot sites is purely a discretionary 

and the state authority has the total right to 

allow the site for making hospital instead of 

a low-level park but no fundamental rights 

of the general public to be harmed. So, the 

changing the use was totally justified in the 

eyes of law of the appellant. 

 

By elaborating the need of important open 

spaces and parks in the substantial 

development in the urban areas, the highest 

court that is Supreme Court rejected the 

appeal. The Honorable judge of the highest 

court stated the importance of open spaces, 

recreation of nature by planting more trees 

and plants, playing grounds and protection 

of our mother nature as it is very important 

for our humanity and vital for the ecological 

development. It is justified to keeping open 

spaces for the interest of people at large but 

it will not be justified for sold or given or 

lease to any private body solely for the 

purpose of his or her monetary gains. 

 

 ARTICLE 19 (1) (g) of the India 

Constitution 

Article 19 (1) (g) of the Indian Constitution 

deals with allowing the citizens “ to practice 

any profession, or to carry any occupation, 

trade or business.” 

However, this is not an absolute right and 

there is a reasonable restrictions given in the 

Article 19  

(6) of the constitution. 

• General Public Interest. 
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• Reasonable Restrictions.  

For the welfare of the general public at large 

the State has the power to make some 

reasonable restrictions. Like for starting a 

profession or trade there should be a 

Technical and Professional qualification. 

State has a power to control any trade or 

business that is state can make monopoly in 

any trade with citizen partial or complete 

exclusion if it is necessary. 

Reasonable Restrictions of Article 19 (1) (g) 

is Article 19 (6) which says: 

Nothing in sub clause 

(g) of the said clause 

shall affect the 

operation of any 

existing law in so far as 

it imposes, or prevent 

the State from making 

any law imposing, in the interests of the 

general public, reasonable restrictions on the 

exercise of the right conferred by the said 

sub clause, and, in particular, nothing in the 

said sub clause shall affect the operation of 

any existing law in so far as it relates to, or 

prevent the State from making any law 

relating to, 

(1) the professional or technical 

qualifications necessary for practising any 

profession or  

carrying on any occupation, trade or 

business, or(2) the Carrying on by the State, 

or by a corporation owned or controlled by 

the State, of any trade, business, industry or 

service, whether to the exclusion, complete 

or partial, of citizens  

or otherwise. 

One of the restrictions is also for reasonable 

restrictions is Environment Protection. It 

means if any business of any kind do harm 

our mother environment can be restricted if 

it adversely affected. There is a trend in 

Indian Judicial system in which there is a 

balance in trade and 

environment protection. 

 

In the landmark case of 

M.C Mehta Vs. Kamal 

Nath (1997) S.C. a 

hotel near Beas river 

discharging untreated effluent leading to 

water pollution and make a threat to aquatic 

animals in the river. It was held by the 

Supreme Court that any disruption of the 

basic environment elements like air, water 

and soil which is a necessity for a living 

would be hazardous to life. In the judgement 

it was concluded that the hotel cannot 

function to work and not only this the 

highest court in exercising the Article 32 

also imposed fine on the hotel for creating 

adverse effect on other industries related to 
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nature. 

The Constitution of India guarantees each 

citizen the right to conduct trade, profession, 

business, or occupation anywhere in the 

territory of India. 

 

Also, Part 12 (Article 301-307) of the 

Constitution of India lists down the 

provisions relating to trade, commerce, and 

intercourse. Its objective is to remove 

barriers in the way of Interstate and Intra-

state commercial and trading links. 

Protection under Article 19(1)(g) is 

available to only the citizens of India, 

whereas, article 301 is available to 

everybody. 

 

In fundamental rights, right to freedom is 

one of the most important one in our 

constitution of India. Freedom and 

Democracy are 

interrelated ; without 

freedom there can’t be 

any democratic setup. 

Freedom is important 

for the human being for 

their development they 

are not given freedom 

they don’t be able to 

develop anything. Also 

it will be dangerous if 

people are given absolute freedom it will be 

very cautious for the country. So, it is 

necessary to put some  

restrictions on freedom so that they can’t 

misuse their rights and co-exist with other 

people gracefully. State has the 

responsibility and authority as a source of 

limiting the freedom of people of the 

country. In our constitution it has been very 

well mentioned the freedoms and their 

reasonable restrictions in article 19 and this 

balance the power which is necessary for 

smooth  

running of any nation. 

 

In the landmark case of Sukumar Mukherjee 

Vs. State of West Bengal (1993), the act of 

West Bengal State Health Services Act, 

1990 by the appellants challenged on the 

grounds of that imposes unreasonable 

restriction on their right 

to carry on any 

occupation or trade or 

business under Article 

19(1)(g) of the 

constitution. In the 

judgement, Section 9 of 

the Act prohibited 

private practice by 

teachers and doctors. It 

was held by the 



 

11 
 

Supreme Court that imposition of private 

practice is reasonable and necessary for the 

interest of general public. 

 

ARTICLE 21 OF THE INDIAN 

CONSTITUTION 

Article 21 of the Indian Constitution states 

that “no person shall be deprived of his life 

or personal liberty except according to 

procedure established by law”.  

Conditions which are necessary to fulfill for 

a person to deprived of his life and personal 

liberty, namely;  

(1) There must be a law, and 

(2) There must be a procedure prescribed by 

the law, provided that the procedure is just, 

fair and reasonable.

 

It is considered that Article 21 to be the 

heart of Indian constitution and also 

received widest possible interpretation. Only 

the state has the power to claim deprives a 

person of his life and personal liberty also 

the state is that is given in article 12 of the 

state definition. However, the  

right cannot be claimed if there is a violation 

of rights by private individuals. Now it has 

been accepted that a mere animal existence 

rather to be live with dignity by ensuring all 

freedom and  

advantages that would be life agreeable. 

Article 21 mainly secures two rights, 

namely: 

(1) Right to life, and 

(2) Right to personal liberty. 

Right To Life : 

Everyone has the right to life, liberty and 

security of person. Undoubtedly right to life 

is the most fundamental of all the right. 

Other rights are also important as it 

compensate quality to lifeimplacable to its 

operations. No fundamental rights worth 

mentioning only if Article 21 has defined to 

its original sense. Supreme Court of India 

has interpreted and applied the right to life.  

“Life” in Article 21 is not only speaking 

about merely the physical act of breathing. It 

has a wider interpretation which includes 

right to live with dignity, right to livelihood, 

right to health, right to pollution free air, etc. 

In the existence of the human kind right to 

life is fundamental without which we cannot 

live. Only this article in the constitution has 

the widest possible interpretation.  

Basic requirement of the Article 21 is the 
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bare necessities, minimum and which are 

unavoidable for a person. 

 

In Kharak Singh V. State of Uttar Pradesh 

case, the Supreme Court quoted and held 

that: By the term “life” as here used 

something more is meant than mere animal 

existence. The inhabitation against its 

deprivation extends to all those limbs and 

faculties by which life is enjoyed. The 

provision equally prohibits the mutilation of 

the body by amputation of an armed  

leg or the pulling out of an eye, or the 

destruction of any other organ of the body 

through which the soul communicates with 

the soul communities with the outer world.  

In the State of Maharashtra V. Chandrabhan 

case, the court struck down a provision of 

Bombay Civil Service Rules, 1959, which 

provided for payment of only a nominal 

subsistence allowance of Re.1 per month to 

a suspended Government Servant upon his 

conviction during the pendency of his appeal 

as unconstitution on the ground that it was 

violative of Article 21 of the  

constitution. 

 

Personal Liberty : 

First part of the article deals with that every 

individual is fundamentally entitled to his 

life and personal liberty, unless deprived by 

the due process of law. The expression 

procedure established by law has been 

subject to examination in various landmark 

cases and the consensus is that the procedure 

prescribed by law for the depriving a person 

of his life and personal liberty must be right, 

just and fairand not arbitrary fanciful and 

oppressive, otherwise it would directly 

violative of Article 21. 

 

In Zahira Habibullah Sheikh V. State of 

Gujarat case, Free and Fair trial has been 

said to be the sine quo non of article 21. In 

the judgement it was said that right to free 

and fair trial not only to accused but also to 

the victims, their family members, relatives 

and society at large. 

In the landmark Maneka Gandhi V. Union 

of India case, the supreme court observed 

that the procedure prescribed by the law for 

depriving a person of his life and personal 

liberty must be right, just and fair and not 

arbitrary, fanciful and oppressive. Otherwise 

it would be no procedure established by law 

at all and requirement of Article 21 would 
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not be satisfied. Thus., the procedure 

established by law has aquired the same 

significance in India as the due process of 

law clause in America. 

 

GOLDEN TRIANGLE OF THE INDIAN 

CONSTITUTION : 

Article 14, Article 19 (1) (g) and Article 21 

is interrelated to each other. Now it is clear 

why these provisions under the Constitution 

regarded as the ‘golden triangle’. These 

rights are regarded as the basic principles for 

the smooth running of life for the citizens of 

our country. The golden triangle provides 

full protection to individuals from any 

encroachment upon their rights from the 

society and others as well. Article 14, it 

provides for equality before law and equal  

protection of the law. It means that no 

person is deprived of his equality among 

other citizens of our country. The provision 

also gains importance because the enactment 

of such a provision leads to the abolishing of 

certain inhuman customary practices of our 

country. The provisions of this article also 

envisage certain legal rights like protection 

of law which purely means that the law 

should be the same for every person with 

some necessary exceptions. If any one of 

these  

rights get violated automatically gets all 

these three Article guaranteed in the 

constitution gets violated. It was stated in 

Maneka Gandhi V. Union of India case the 

golden triangle of the constitution consists 

of Article 14, 19 and 21. 

 

CONCLUSION : 

Thanks to the drafters of the Constitution for 

framing it in such a way that it neither 

makes any mandatory provisions regarding 

various rights for the citizens nor makes any 

citizen free from certain fundamental duties 

that must be followed by every citizen of the 

country. It has also looked deeply into the 

socio-economic scenario of India so that no 

rights or duties will be omitted. Apart from 

certain fundamental rights, the Constitution 

also provides certain other rights and duties 

towards the citizen which are enclosed in 

Part IV of the Constitution known 

as‘Directive Principles of State policy.’ 

Such provisions are framed under the notion 

that rights of  

each and every individual change 

accordingly and such rights cannot be 

considered as  
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fundamental but have to be enforced. One of 

the merits of the of our Constitution is that it  

neither restricts a person from enforcing his 

fundamental rights, nor it provides full 

freedom to a person in such a manner that he 

exploits or violates such rights himself or 

against the society. Perhaps this feature of 

our Constitution makes it different from any 

of the other major Constitutions of the 

world. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

HUMAN RIGHTS AND 

ENVIRONMENT 

 

 

The relationship between human and 

environment are inseparable. Humans 

can't live without his basic rights and 

environment. When the environment 

suffers human also suffers. Melting ice, 

rising sea levels and changing weather 

patterns attributable to climate change 

increasingly affect the daily life for 

millions and billions of people. 

Climate change increasingly interfere with 

the realisation of fundamental, 

internationally recognised human rights- 

including the right to life, to health, to 

culture, to food, to self- determination, to 

property and to development. Hence the 

right and environment of humans need to 

be protected. 

HUMAN RIGHTS 

Human rights are Universal rights. They 

are basic and minimum standards without 

which people can't live in dignity. They set 

foundation for freedom, justice and peace 
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in the world. It is inalienable right. 

Human rights become operative with the 

birth of an individual, irrespective of 

their caste, religion,sex and nationality. 

Human rights is international in the sense 

of it being universal, applying to all the 

individual. The four characteristics of 

human rights are inherent, universal, 

indivisible and inalienable. 

Human rights are civil rights, political 

rights, economic rights, social rights and 

cultural rights. Being fundamental rights, 

they cannot be taken away by any act of 

the government or 

registration of the 

country. 

 

The efforts for the 

creation of an international organisation, 

in order to establish peace, were being 

made even when the world war II , was in 

progress. Many declarations adopted by 

the conference laid down the importance 

of human rights. 

The declarations of the the United Nations 

signed on January 1,1942, at Washington 

was first document which used the term 

human rights. 

The world conference on human rights 

held in 1993 in Vienna stated in the 

declaration that all human rights derive 

from dignity and worth inherent in the 

human person and that the human person 

is the central subject of human rights and 

fundamental rights. 

The Economic and social council(ECOSOC) 

, the principal organ of the United Nations 

was most directly confirmatory question of 

human rights. The council under Article 68 

of the UN charter was empowered to setup 

commissions for the promotion of human 

rights and such other commissions as may 

be required for the performance of its 

functions.The Human 

rights heritage of India 

may be traced to the 

constitution of India. 

India became a party to 

both the international covenant on human 

rights by ratifying them on March 27 

,1979, but it is not ratified the optional 

protocol I to the covenant on civil and 

political rights, which are allowed 

individuals petition state to the Human 

rights committee. 

Some conventions of human rights are: 

 

 United Nations declaration of 

Human rights (UDHR) by the 

UN general assembly on 
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December 10 ,1948. 

 International convention on the 

elimination of all forms of racial 

discrimination ,1965. International 

convention on civil and political 

rights 1996 

 International convention on 

economic social cultural rights 

1996 

 Convention on the elimination of 

all forms of discrimination against 

women 1979 Convention against 

torture and 

other cruel 

1984  

 Convention on 

the rights of 

the child 1989 

ENVIRONMENT 

Environment is a global system in constant 

interaction, which consists of physical 

chemical biological and socio-cultural 

elements.There is no specific definition on 

the environment that has been adopted by 

nation regulatory systems or international 

agreements. 

Environmental law is a collective term 

campusing aspect of the law that 

provides protection to the environment. 

A related but distinct set of regulatory 

regions, strongly influenced by the 

environmental legal principles,focus on 

the management of specific natural 

resources such as forest minerals of 

fisheries.Environmental rights means 

any proclamation of a human right to 

environmental condition of a specified 

quality. 

The need for environmental rights 

 

It is nearly thirty years since the UN 

Stockholm Conference in 1972 put 

environmental issues on 

the international 

agenda. Since then 

there has been much 

hard work to protect 

and improve the 

environment globally, 

nationally and locally. There has been 

much progress, but it is clear that in all 

parts of the world our environment is under 

threat and that many problems are 

becoming more serious. The Rio summit 

recognised these problems and sought to 

resolve them through Agenda 21 and the 

various UNCED Conventions. 

Work on implementing these 

conventions, which are based on the 

principle of a common but differentiated 
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responsibility , has gradually revealed 

that these less than perfect bargains have: 

1. Failed to place constraints on 

national strategies that may lead to 

unsustainable growth. 

2. Failed to ensure the 

implementation of national 

framework laws and enforcement 

strategies such as National 

Environmental Action Plans 

(NEAP). 

3. Failed to control 

perverse state 

resource use and 

damaged 

intergenerational 

equity. 

 

4. Increasingly revealed the 

inadequacies of funding by those 

agencies which fund strictly 

environmental work that does not 

consider socio-economic factors. It is 

failures such as these that have led to 

calls for a new approach to sustainable 

development. 

A further driver for change has been 

the increased pressure resulting from 

globalisation. It is clear that non-

mandatory (soft law) agreements are an 

inadequate basis for ensuring effective 

control of these processes. The need for 

change has been acknowledged, but some 

will question whether the introduction of 

inalienable human rights to a safe 

environment is the way forward. It has 

been suggested during our initial work that 

adequate rights already exist. 

This is simply not the case. There are 

a few key international rights, but 

substantive rights to a 

safe environment the 

rights are still largely 

implied rather than 

explicit. In theory, 

existing human rights 

legislation should 

protect our 

environment but this does not happen in 

practice. 

Many groups have tried to use 

Human Rights legislation to protect the 

environment, such as the Right to Life 

defined by Article 2 of the European 

Convention on Human Rights, which 

states that everyone has a right to life 

protected by law . Most attempts to do this 

have been unsuccessful, although some 

successful cases exist. We believe that this 
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is an inadequate way to provide for our 

rights. 

Case laws: 

1.Francis Coralie vs. Adam., UT of Delhi 

(AIR 1981 SC 746) 

 

The supreme court read article 7 of the 

covenant on civil and political rights and 

held that the right to live with basic 

human dignity was implicit in the right to 

life guaranteed under article 21 of the 

constitution and it 

included the right not to 

be subjected to torture or 

to cruel, inhuman or 

degrading punishment or 

treatment. 

1. Chairman, Railway board 

vs. Chandrima Das 

(2000)2SCC 465 

 

The apex court held that the women, even 

though a foreign national, gang raped the 

railway employees in Railway Yatri 

Niwas, Calcutta, Union of India which 

runs the railway a as a commercial 

activity, is vicariously liable to pay 

compensation to the victim for crime 

committed by its employees. Further, the 

right to life guaranteed by the constitution 

of India is available not only to the Indian 

citizens but to foreign nationals also. The 

court held that since the word life has 

been use din article 21 of the 

constitution and a recognised as a basic 

human right in the same sense as 

understood in the universal declaration of 

Human rights of 1948, there is no reason 

why it should be given an arrow meaning. 

The declaration has the international 

recognition as the "mode code of 

conduct" having been 

adopted by the UN general 

assembly. 

2. Bordes and 

Temeharo v. France  No. 

645/1995, U.N. Doc. 

CCPR/C/57/D/645/199

5 (1996). 

It was alleged that 

foreseen nuclear testing would violate 

the applicants’ right to life and family. 

4. H.P. et al. v. Canada  No. 358/1989, U.N. 

Doc. CCPR/C/43/D/358/1989 at 16 

(1991). 

 

The violations were alleged of the right 

to life because of the environmental 

impact of nucr stockpiles situated close 

to housing (inadmissible because of 
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non-exhaustion of domestic remedies). 

5. Lopez Ostra v. Spain, (Application no. 

16798/90), European court of Human 

rights. 

The Court held that Article 8 ECHR had 

been violated because the applicant had not 

been indemnified by the state for damage 

resulting from environmental pollution. A 

comparable issue – damage resulting from 

mismanagement of an urban waste dump - 

was raised in Oneryildiz v. Turkey. 

5. Zander v. Sweden 

14282/88, European 

court of Human 

rights. water 

contamination was 

found to be a threat 

to security of person 

- an important step in broadening the 

conception of Article 6(1) ECHR to 

include environmental rights. 

6. Tatar v. Romania  67021/01, European 

court of Human rights. 

 

The Court found a violation of the right to 

respect for private and family life on 

account of the Romanian authorities’ 

failure to protect the right of the 

applicants, who lived in the vicinity of a 

gold mine, to enjoy a healthy and 

protected environment. The Court 

observed that ‘pollution could interfere 

with a person’s private and family life by 

harmingis or her well-being’, and that ‘the 

State had a duty to ensure the protection of 

its citizens by regulating the authorising, 

setting-up, operating, safety and 

monitoring of industrial activities, 

especially activities that were dangerous 

for the environment and human health’. 

7. Saramaka people v. Surinam ,2007 Inter-

American court of Human rights. 

Concerned a damming 

project which displaced 

the Saramaka and 

destroyed sacred sites, 

as well as mining 

concessions which 

polluted traditional 

lands and water resources. The Court held 

that Surinam had violated the right to 

property and procedural rights, along the 

same lines as the Commission in the Awas 

Tigni case.  
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ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION 

THROUGH PUBLIC INTEREST 

LITIGATION 

 

 

Environment is the life, everything being 

equal, and incorporates things like water, 

air, soil, and so forth Development and 

improvement of mankind rely on 

environment. The idea of natural assurance 

isn't new; it has been in presence from 

ancient times. Ancient India's writings 

feature that it is the 'dharma' of every person 

in the general public to protect nature. 

'Atharva Veda'. 

The present time is become modern and the 

use of advanced technologies is at its peak 

but numerous risky chemicals, nuclear 

plants, thermal plants, atomic plants and 

deforestation make perilous circumstances. 

new advancements like, thermal power 

plant, nuclear power plant, etc. with no 

adequate characteristic confirmation 

represent another risk to the circumstances, 

the eventual outcome of which brings about 

issues like a global warming, environmental 

change, melting glaciers, and so on. In 

addition, as per example of Indian governing 

body to cause various enactments rather than 

to tending to the explanation behind 

disappointment and dissatisfaction, and 

passing new bills reliably is much the same 

as 'old wine in new container'. In this 

manner, there emerges a necessity for an 

extensive examination of the security of the 

climate. As of late, there has been a 

supported spotlight on the pretended by the 

higher legal executive in conceiving and 

observing the usage of measures for 

contamination control, protection of forests 

and wildlife. Large numbers of these legal 

intercessions have been set off by the steady 

incongruity in arrangement making just as 

the absence of limit working among the 

chief organizations. Gadgets, for example, 

Public Interest Litigation (PIL) have been 

unmistakably depended upon to handle 

natural issues, and this methodology has its 

allies just as critics.  

 

Importance of Environmental laws  

Today we are living in atomic field. Nobody 

can disregard the damage caused to the 

climate by the atomic bombs, dropped via 

planes having a place with the United States 

on the Japanese metropolitan networks of 
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Hiroshima and Nagasaki in the midst of the 

last periods of World War II in 1945. 

Everyday development and progression of 

innovation, aside from advancement 

moreover extends the danger to human 

existence. Likewise, there emerges an 

extraordinary and an intense need of the law 

to stay up with the need of the general 

public alongside people. So now the topic of 

ecological insurance involves overall 

concern, it isn't kept to any nation or region.  

 

Importance of Public interest 

litigation:  

Under Article 21 of Indian 

Constitution, we have right to 

live in safe environment and 

breathe non polluted air, part 

iv of our constitution contains 

order standards which expresses that it is the 

duty of the state to ensure the 

environment{Article 48-An Article 51-A 

(g)}.Our constitution has given different 

right to us however if there should arise an 

occurrence of their infringment,most of us 

can't practice the cures accessible to us since 

the strategy to profit those cures is out of our 

compass and very costly and complicated 

therefore, Supreme Court accordingly 

extended and changed the standard of 'Locus 

Standi'. Because of this extension, all the 

social activists, NGO's, attorneys, public 

vivacious residents, and so on are presently 

qualified for record a writ in the interest of 

the individual whose privilege has been 

encroached. Furthermore, a court is likewise 

qualified for take suomoto comprehension 

of issues including the maltreatment of 

climate, detainees, fortified workers and 

prisoners of mental foundations, through 

public interest litigation.  

Supreme Court of India has assumed a 

functioning part in dropping the expansion 

of contamination levels 

through PIL. PIL has end up 

being a powerful apparatus 

for the general public. 

There are numerous situations 

where Supreme Court has 

given different rules and 

headings for the security of environment.  

Some landmark cases: 

 

1. M.C Mehta v/s Union of India AIR 1988 

SC 1126 

In a Public Interest Litigation brought 

against Ganga water contamination to 

forestall any further contamination of Ganga 

water. High Court held that candidate albeit 

not a riparian proprietor is qualified for 

move the court for the implementation of 

legal arrangements, as he is the individual 
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keen on securing the lives of the individuals 

who utilize Ganga water.  

 

2. M C Mehta versus Union of India AIR 

2001 SCC 1509 

High Court coordinated to government to 

comprise a board to screen Taj Mahal and 

Yamuna River. High Court cautioned 212 

mechanical units that they will be closed 

down in the event that they embrace against 

climate implies. District magistrate Agra 

ordered to close 140 modern units to ensure 

Jai mahal and other 

different monuments in 

Agra.  

 

3. M.C Mehta versus 

Union of India and 

others AIR 2001 SC 

1948 

A cabbie rests at a cabstand in New Delhi. It 

was the start of green case in India. A 

noticeable choice was made in an appeal 

that raised the issue of broad vehicular air 

pollution in Delhi. The Court was 

confronted with significant factual proof of 

expanding levels of dangerous emanations 

because of the utilization of diesel as a fuel 

by business vehicles. The Supreme Court 

chose to make an unequivocal mediation in 

this issue and requested government-run 

transports to move to the utilization of 

Compressed Natural Gas (CNG), an 

ecofriendly fuel. 34 This was followed some 

time later by another request that required 

secretly run 'auto carts' (three-wheeler 

vehicles which meet nearby transportation 

needs) to move to the utilization of CNG. At 

that point, this choice was scrutinized as an 

inappropriate interruption into the elements 

of the contamination control specialists, yet 

it has now come to be generally recognized 

that it is simply because of this legal 

mediation that air 

pollution in Delhi has.  

 

4. M.C. Mehta 

versus Kamalnath and 

others AIR 2000 

SC1997 

It was held by the Supreme Court that 

according to Article 21 of Indian 

Constitution, polluting the environment like 

air, water and soil is damaging and 

problematic. An illusionary remuneration 

can be forced on an individual polluting the 

environment.  

 

 

5. M.C. Mehta versus Union of India AIR 

1987 SC 1086 

In this case, according to Article 32 of the 
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Indian Constitution, the request wasto… 

...the sacred seat of Supreme Court through 

the three seat judges of Supreme Court who 

had before passed a judgment for this 

situation since when the appeal was heard in 

its genuine sense, numerous significant 

established inquiries were raised around 

then.  

 

6. Ratlam Municipal Council v. 

Vardhichand AIR 1980 SC 1622 

The judgment of the Supreme Court in this 

case is a land mark 

throughout the entire 

existence of legal 

activism in maintaining 

the social equity part of 

the standard of law by 

fixing risk on legal 

specialists to release their legitimate 

commitment to the individuals in decreasing 

public aggravation and making the pollution 

free regardless of whether there is a 

budgetary requirements., J. Krishna Iyer saw 

that," social equity is expected to and 

accordingly the individuals should have the 

option to trigger off the ward vested for their 

advantage to any open functioning." Thus he 

perceived PIL as a Constitutional 

commitment of the courts.  

 

7. People Union for Democratic Rights v. 

Union of India 1982 AIR 1473 

The court presently allows Public Interest 

Litigation or Social Interest Litigation at the 

example of "Public spirited citizens" for the 

implementation of protected and legitimate 

privileges of any individual or gathering of 

people who due to their socially or 

financially hindered position can't move 

toward court for help. Public interest 

litigation is a piece of the cycle of partake 

equity and remaining in common 

prosecution of that 

example should have 

liberal gathering at the 

legal entryway steps.  

 

8. Shriram Food 

and Fertilizer Industries 

and others AIR 1987 SC 1086 

It was held by the Supreme Court that when 

there is assembling and offer of risky items 

then vital advances ought to be taken for 

lessening peril to laborer and local people 

living in area. There was spillage of Oleum 

gas from one of units of S and thus a few 

people were influenced and it was affirmed 

that one promoter rehearsing in Court passed 

on. The spillage was from the acidic 

chlorine plant. There was denying request 

under the Factories Act under which the 
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plants were not permitted to work till 

wellbeing measures were received. Number 

of Expert Committees was selected to report 

in the issue. The reports indicated that the 

suggestions were gathered with and the 

chance of danger or peril to the local area 

had been significantly limited and it was 

additionally thought that it was diminished 

to nil.  

It was held that forthcoming thought of the 

issue whether the harsh chlorine plant ought 

to be coordinated to be moved and moved at 

some other spot; the scathing chlorine plant 

ought to be permitted to be restarted by the 

administration subject to certain rigid 

conditions, which were determined.  

 

9. Rural Litigation and Entitlementcentre 

Dehradun Vs. Uttar Pradesh 

AIR1985SCC176 

For this situation, by introducing a Public 

Interest Litigation (PIL), 

the court was educated that 

because of diving of stone 

mines in Dehradun, the 

general climate had got 

dirtied and even the close 

by inhabitants were getting 

hurt.  

Court comprised a council to examine into 

the issue and in the wake of seeing the 

report of advisory group, the court requested 

to stop crafted by burrowing the stone 

mines.  

 

M.C. Mehta versus UNO AIR 1992 SCC 

137 

In this case, the court by tolerating a Public 

Interest litigation held that no one but Law 

can't assume the essential job in security of 

environment except if there is a trade of 

prevailing burden and social 

acknowledgment or will.  

The court ordered the government to deliver 

the notification and message concerning 

environment protection in theatres and 

spread this through radio and T.V.  

The court additionally coordinated that the 

license of movie theatres ought to be 

dropped on the off chance if they don't show 

the slides concerning the environment in 

movie theatres.  

UGC was adviced to make 

the environmental science a 

compulsory subject. 

 

10. Council for 

Environment Legal Action 

V. Association of India 

AIR (1996)5SCC 281 

In this case, a Public Interest Litigation was 



 

25 
 

documented by an enrolled willful 

association with respect to monetary 

corruption in beach front region. High Court 

gave suitable requests and bearings for 

upholding the laws to secure biology. 

 

11. Narmada BachaoAndolan v. UNO 

and Ors. 

The Supreme Court of India maintained that 

"Water is the fundamental requirement for 

the endurance of human creatures and is 

important for the privilege to life and 

common liberties as 

revered in Article 21 of 

the Constitution of India 

… and the privilege to 

solid climate and to 

manageable 

improvement are 

essential basic freedoms understood morally 

justified to life. 

Conclusion 

After discussing the above cases, we can say 

legal activism in regard of assurance of 

environment is notable. The Supreme Court 

is very active and given a few headings and 

distinctive lawful arrangements for natural 

insurance through the use of public Interest 

Litigation. The Supreme Court is continually 

attempting to filling the holes which have 

been left by the enactment. Through our 

legal activism Supreme Court suggested 

numerous novel thoughts for the security of 

environment. These new advancements by 

the legal activism open the various ways to 

deal with assistance the nation. In India, the 

courts are tremendously aware and wary 

about the uncommon idea of ecological 

rights, taking into account that the 

deficiency of normal assets can't be restored.  

 

Suggestions: 

 

–  As we know that 

media is the most 

remarkable weapon in 

the present time. In this 

way, why not to utilize it 

with regards to security 

of our current 

circumstance. We should exploit the 

compass and force of the media to make 

mindfulness among people in general and to 

impart the need of shielding our current 

environment from pollution. We should 

broadcast the clippings of different decisions 

and headings given by the courts with 

respect to the assurance of protection of 

environment. since individuals are for the 

most part ignorant of such bearings and in 

this way don't make any strides which can 
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contribute towards our vision of a pollution 

free nation.  

 

–  If we need to satisfy our vision of a 

spotless and green nation then we should 

give rigid rules for the offenders. A 

tremendous measure of punishment should 

be forced on the individual who doesn't 

follow the given headings of the court or at 

any rate contribute in polluting the 

environment.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THE LEGAL AND ETHICAL 

ENVIRONMENT OF BUSINESS   

 

 

Meaning.  

 Business also referred as ‘corporate’ or 

‘mercantile’ – Whenever the term comes 

into mind one cannot help oneself but 

imagine about high rise fancy buildings, 

board room meetings, well suited executives 

so on and so forth. One may find it hard to 

believe that business is much more than 

what is visible to a common man and 

woman it’s just the outer cortex of complex 

mechanism and difficult operations that are 

involved to run a business. A layman hardly 

gets to know about these intricacies.  

The term ‘Business’ is derived from the 

word busy, means doing things regularly 

day in and day out, therefore a business is an 

organization where people work together for 

a common purpose. The size and nature of 
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business has grown exponentially what it 

used to be in the last couple of centuries. 

Earlier businesses were used to be involved 

in single commercial activity operated in a 

specific area, people involved in it were also 

in smaller in number mostly run by family 

members or relatives or friends. The era in 

which we are and with the advents of Multi 

Nationals Companies (MNC) many changes 

has been seen in business hierarchical 

structure, area of operations has grown both 

horizontally and vertically. Today a MNC 

operates not only does 

business in many fields 

but has its branch 

spread in many 

countries than its 

original place of 

establishment. People 

involved in running the overall business 

activities in general and day to day activities 

in particular are so huge and so are the 

people dependent upon the business.  

So, with such a complex organizational and 

operational structure, to run a business 

successfully and to prosper in the long run a 

business organization need following things 

– 

 A well defined and cohesive 

internal managerial command 

structure. 

 A conducive business 

environment. 

 A suitable legal and ethical 

business environment.  

We will discuss these points in 

details during the course of this 

article.  

 

What is Legal Environment? 

In every country, governments 

regulate the business according to 

their set priorities. The 

Legal system of a 

country is framed by the 

government. The laws 

which are passed for the 

business operation by 

the government is 

called Legal 

environment. Some regulations are 

also applied by the governments to 

priorities the sectors keeping in mind 

the requirements of that particular 

country to help, to grow and to run 

the business smoothly, these 

regulations also helps in growing 

business without any hindrance and 

road blocks. Such regulations forms 

part of Legal environment. Legal 

environment of any country plays a 

dominating role in the decisions of 
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all business organizations. As all the 

important business policy decisions 

of any business organization depends 

upon the government’s policies 

.Organizations look towards the 

government in order to look for any 

opportunity that might arise from 

any new business policy decision. 

Organization should be thoroughly 

aware of all these policies because 

non compliance of such policies, 

rules and regulations attracts heavy 

penalty, fines 

and 

punishments; it 

also impacts 

their income 

generation 

prospects. Legal 

environment of 

business is about making the 

working of the organization 

smoothly; it contains every aspect 

which is anywhere related to the 

business.  

The term “Legal Environment of 

business” amounts to code of 

conduct of the company. It defines 

the legal boundaries and scope of the 

firm. To understand it we should be  

aware with the terms and the 

concepts of business and legal 

activities. We all know that any 

business is filled with activities that 

are concerned with numerous 

amount of rules and regulations. All 

these things, when combined 

together form up into something 

what we call as business legal 

environment. 

 

What is The Legal Environment of 

Business? 

The Legal Environment 

of Business apprises us 

the role of legal 

agendas in managerial 

decisions .It allows 

managers in the 

operation of their 

business and allows 

them to know the limits and 

boundaries of their being in the name 

of their respective firms. 

It makes their decisions suitable to 

the legal system. These regulations 

assist the business enterprises to be 

under the ambit of government’s 

regulations. Companies, firms, 

managers, owners, and their share or 

debenture holders endeavor the 

operations to help and protect the 
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rights. They also get bind into 

several legal tenures that cope up to 

legal liability and legal consequences 

from their decisions and actions. One 

might think that the business 

environment consists of just legal 

system and its processes. Now the 

fact of the matter is that these also 

cover up several sources of law of 

our society. 

It requires comparison and an in – 

depth study of various aspects 

related to the 

rules of business 

.The legal term 

that relate to it 

are as under – 

 TORT 

LAW. 

 CONTRACT LAW  

 CRIMINAL LAW and 

 GOVERNMENT 

REGULATORY 

MEACHANISMS. 

          Lastly, the legal environment helps to 

make the business decisions that are in hand 

with the welfare of the society. 

What is Ethics? 

 

Ethics – The term ethics is derived from the 

Greek word ‘ethiikos’, the word ethiko itself 

is derived from the other Greek word 

‘ethos’, meaning custom or character. In 

philosophical term ethics refers to such 

behavior which is “good”. The ethics 

involves in developing, defending and 

recommending right and wrong behavior. 

Ethics are highly individual trait which 

varies from individual to individual having 

said that still some human behaviors are 

considered all over the world such as theft is 

considered as unethical behavior in every 

society of this world, so 

is the act of hurting or 

murdering someone.    

 

What is Ethical 

Environment of the 

Business? 

Ethical environment of business 

encompasses a wide array of areas of 

business activities. The system of moral and 

ethical beliefs that guides the behaviors and 

decisions of business organizations and 

persons within that organization is known as 

the business ethics. An ethical environment 

in business plays an important role in the 

growth of an organization and its survival in  

the long run. An organization we all know is 

the body of group of individuals, unlike 

machines humans have emotions, apart from 



 

30 
 

being paid justly for the services rendered 

by them, the employees expect themselves 

to be treated in a dignified manner. Ethical 

failure in corporations has become 

shamefully a normal phenomenon. 

Unethical business environment takes a 

significant toll on the organization by 

destroying its reputation in public, harming 

the morale of the employees, and increasing 

the regulating costs and not to mention 

damaging the society’s trust in business. It is 

seen that only a handful executives set to 

achieve the advantage 

after breaking the rules, 

there are mechanism in 

place to stop such 

maleficent but recurring 

incidents in which top 

executives are able to 

circumvent such mechanism is a testimony 

to the fact that more needed to be done. 

More foolproof measures are need of the 

hour. The major challenges for the business 

are navigating the ethical issues. Whereas 

some ethical issues in business are taken 

care by laws, but others requirement are 

relatively difficult to deal with. It depends 

with the business owner and managers to 

hold employees accountable for unethical 

actions and also to behave ethically 

themselves. 

Ethical  issues in business today are just as 

widespread as ever, may be even more so. 

For instance, 40 percent of employees 

believe that their company has a weak or 

weak leaning ethical culture. Plus 30 percent 

say that they have seen misconduct last 12 

months.[1]       

 

Challenges in Ethical Environment of 

Business   

 

Some challenges in maintaining healthy and 

positive ethical 

environment in 

business organizations 

one faces and are 

needed to overcome are 

– 

 

1. Discrimination 

2. Harassment 

3.  Unethical Accounting 

4. Healthy and Safety 

5. Abuse of Leadership 

6. Nepotism and Favoritism 

7. Privacy 

 
1 Laura Holton, 8 Ethical Issues Business Face 
Today, Myva360, Blogs , 
https://myva360.com/blog/8-ethical-issues-
businessfacetoday#:~:text=One%20of%20the%20big
gest%20ethical,world%20in%202020%20is%20discr
imination.&text=Discrimination%20is%20not%20jus
t%20unethical,religion%2C%20disability%2C%20an
d%20more. 
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8. Corporate Espionage 

 

Let us understand these issues one by one in 

brief  

1. Discrimination – Discrimination is 

the greatest challenges faced in the 

business world, every now and then 

we get to hear or read in the 

newspaper about the discriminatory 

activities practiced by the business 

organizations. Many corporations 

have come under fire for lacking a 

diverse workforce, 

which is often down 

to discrimination. 

Discrimination has 

nothing to do with the  

size of the business, 

instances of 

discriminatory practices may be 

found in small firms too. 

Discrimination is not only unethical 

but in many cases illegal too. India 

does not have the comprehensive 

uniform law granting compensation 

against the victim of discrimination 

or profiling in the private business 

enterprises. However certain laws do 

exist that specifically address the 

issue that  might hamper availability 

of unemployment opportunities or 

other issues on the basis age, gender, 

religion, and disability, the statutes  

are named as under – 

 The Equal Remuneration 

Act 1976. 

 The Maternity Benefit Act 

1961 

 The Rights of Person with 

Disabilities Act 2016 

 The Sexual Harassment of 

Women at workplace 

(Prevention, Prohibition 

and Redressal) Act 2013. 

 

2. Harassment - The 

second major ethical issues 

business face is harassment, 

which is often related to 

racism or sexism. Harassment 

can cone in the form of verbal abuse, 

sexual abuse, teasing, racial and 

casteist slurs or bullying. Harassment 

can come from anyone in the 

company, as well as from the 

buyers/customers. If a supervisor is 

aware of harassment from a client 

and takes no action to prevent it, then 

it’s a ethical issue. In addition to 

causing a toxic workplace 

harassment can cause a promising 

and hard working employee to leave 
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the organization prematurely. 

Harassment is also the cause for the 

lack of the diversity in the 

organization. Harassment can leave 

the long term psychological impact 

on the employee and affect their 

carrier path and earning capability.  

The Sexual Harassment of Women at 

Workplace (Prevention, Prohibition and 

Redressal) Act 2013 “POSH Act” is a 

comprehensive legislation with an aim to 

provide a safe, secure and conducive 

environment, free 

from harassment for 

every woman at 

their workplace. 

 

3.Unethical Accounting 

– Publicly traded 

companies may indulge in unethical 

accounting practices so that they look more 

financially sound organization and portray 

the image to the public that there is no threat 

to ‘going concern concept’ in near future. 

Unethical accounting also sends wrong 

signal to the potential investors and 

subsequently proves impediment in the 

informed decision making. 

 

4.  Health and Safety – One more form of 

ethical issue that is often seen in the context 

is Health and safety. Although always 

protected by law but companies always try 

to find an escape route. Organization in 

order to perform the task faster try to bypass 

the safety measures so that they can they can 

reduce the cost. Organizations also try to 

escape the responsibility and own the lapses 

in completing adhering the safety 

precautions required for such task so that 

they can avoid the compensation/penalty. 

Sometimes failing to take workers safety 

account can lead to psychological risks(such 

as insecurity and lack 

of autonomy) which 

can cause work – 

related stress. 

5. Abuse of Leadership 

Authority – Unwanted 

or unrestricted use of 

authority always leads to discrimination or 

harassment. It is seen in many case 

managers pressurize the employees to skip 

over some aspects of proper procedure to 

save time (potentially putting the employee 

at risk), set unreasonable goals and punish 

the employees for not achieving it and ask 

for inappropriate favors .In addition, abuse 

of authority can extend beyond the 

workforce. Managers can use their position 

to change reports, give themselves credit for 

the work of a subordinate, misuse expenses 
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and accepts a gift from the suppliers and 

creditors. 

6.Nepotism and Favoritism – Nepotism is 

when an organization/company hires 

someone for being related to family 

members of the owners, executives and 

directors. Favoritism occurs when a  

manager treats an employee better than the 

other workers for personal likings or 

reasons. Not only are nepotism and 

favoritism unfair, they are also disheartening 

to employees. Workers often find they have 

to work much harder to 

receive a promotion or 

for other rewards or 

recognition  

7.Privacy – Now a days 

with the advancement 

of technology the age 

old traditional 

definition of professional life and personal 

life is getting blurred, There is hardly any 

space for private life. Another ethical issue 

surrounds the use of the devices belonging 

to the  organization. 

 Employers can now monitor all the 

activities on laptop, tablets and mobile 

phones. Whereas they  were just suppose to 

check that employee is sticking to work 

related activities or not during the working 

hours. Some serious ethical issues arises 

when some employers start keystroke 

tracking and reading e - mails. Moot issue is 

to drawing the boundary between 

performance evaluation and spying the 

employees.  

8. Corporate Espionage – In business 

organization opposite may also happen of 

what we discussed in the point of ‘privacy’ 

above, sometimes employees trade 

organizational secrets for money, for 

examples may sell intellectual property of 

the organization or clients details to the 

competitor. Menace of 

data theft and data sale 

has become quite a 

common occurring. 

This sale of individuals 

data to an unauthorized 

and unsolicited person 

led to many financial 

fraud and in certain cases quite a serious 

crime. 

 

Need of Conducive Legal and Ethical 

Environment for The Business     

A business can’t survive in a vacuum, like 

an infant for a business to grow it needs 

proper conditions to grow and thrive if 

governmental legal policies are favorable 

then they will certainly survive progressive 

taxation policies and firm industrial provides 
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a necessary motivation to the business 

leaders and tycoons to take the risk and 

invest in the industry or corporations on the 

contrary if political regime is unstable and 

there is instability in the policy, then 

investors lose confidence in such scenario 

and hesitate to open their purse string. Right 

mix of both legal and ethical environment 

helps a business to thrive. There are plenty 

of examples in front of us which is 

testimony of the fact whenever a business 

failed to get the proper legal environment or 

failed to maintain the ethical working 

environment in the organization failed to 

survive for long. Some prominent business 

entity that perished due to lack of  better 

legal and ethical environment are  - 

 Enron 

 Lehman Brothers 

 Satyam     

 WorldCom  

 

Conclusion 

We all are aware the importance of business 

organization in today’s time, It is a major  

employment provider after government 

sector but the government and its agencies 

have its own limitations beyond which they 

too are helpless they wouldn’t be able to 

cater the requirement of employment 

generation. To fill this gap business 

organizations have stepped in big time. 

Private sectors have provided employment 

to the many talented youngsters, our country 

which has the highest number of youths in 

the world they their foremost need is 

employment and to provide every youth a 

job opportunity we need a robust large 

business organizations and industries. For 

that we need a positive legal and ethical 

environment that supports business. We also 

need to support and nurture such business 

friendly environment so that a young college 

pass out if he/she so wish and chooses to 

open his/her  own company/firm or LLP 

then he should be able to do it without 

having any doubt in his mind.  
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RIGHT TO A WHOLESOME 

ENVIRONMENT 

 

 

The right to a wholesome environment is a 

basic human right. It is also known as the 

right to clean and healthy environment. The 

Union Minister of State for Environment 

and Forests Jayanthi Natara in 2012 

suggested that the right to a wholesome 

environment is a fundamental right and 

needs to be safeguarded. 

 

I. Introduction 

As per constitution Securing and improving 

the environment is mandatory. According to 

Indian Constitution explicit provisions for 

environment protection are covered under 

the chapters of Directive Principles of State 

Policy and Fundamental Duties. 

Constitution of India perceiving the 

fundamental right to a clean the wholesome 

environment. It has been set by judicial 

activism in recent times. 

 

II. Right to a Clean And Pollution Free 

EnvironmentRural Litigation and 

Entitlement Kendra & Ors. v. State of UP 

case. It is also called the Dehradun 

quarrying case. In this case the Supreme 

Court of India held that the contamination 

brought by quarries influences the wellbeing 

and safety of individuals. Subsequently, the 

equivalent ought to be stopped as it is 

violations of Article 21. The Supreme Court 

held  under Article 21 of the Constitution the 

privilege of a wholesome environment is a 

piece of right to life and personal liberty 

ensured. 

In the Subhash Kumar v State of Bihar case 

the supreme court held that under Article 21 

the right to get pollution-free water and air is 

a key right. Under the head of right to life 

the right to a contamination-free 

environment was consolidated. All the law 

courts inside the Indian domain had to 

follow the same. This led to establishment of 

an environmental case in India. Under 

Article 21 general wellbeing and ecology 

were held to be essential needs. Supreme 

Court ordered the constitution of a green 

bench. 

In the Ratlam Municipality v. Vardicharan 

case the problem of pollution was due to 
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private polluters and haphazard town 

planning. Supreme Court held that under 

Article 21 pollution-free environment is an 

integral part of the right to life. Sher Singh 

v. State of Himachal Pradesh said that the 

citizens of the nation have a principal right 

to a wholesome, clean and fair environment. 

According to Constitution of India under 

Article 48A commands that the State is 

under a Constitutional commitment to 

secure, improve the environment and to 

safeguard the forests and wildlife in the 

nation. 

Through the 42nd 

Amendment of the 

Constitution, the 

Parliament  with an 

objective of sharpening 

the citizens of their obligation consolidated 

Article 51A in the Constitution. It requires 

citizen to ensure to improve the natural 

environment such as the forest, lakes, rivers 

and wildlife. Citizen must have compassion 

towards living creatures. Under the 

Environment Protection Act 1986 the 

legislative intent and spirit under Articles 

48A and 51A(g) of the Constitution find 

place of environment. It is also called the 

Act of 1986. 

The legislature enacted various laws like the 

Air Prevention and Control of Pollution Act, 

in  1981, Water Prevention and Control of 

Pollution Act in 1974, Wildlife Protection 

Act in 1972, the Forest Conservation Act in 

1980, the Indian Forest Act in 1927 and the 

Biological Diversity Act in 2002 with the 

essential object of giving wide 

measurements to the laws identifying with 

protection and improvement of the 

environment. According to Part III of the 

Constitution Fundamental Rights doesn’t 

explicitly commit any Article to the 

Environment or protection. Supreme Court 

made improvement in the law and 

proclaimed decision 

that Article 21 of the 

Constitution has been 

extended to take the 

privilege to a clean and 

good environment. 

Due to the adverse impact of harmful 

activities the innocents are forced to suffer 

in the entire cycle. They are deprived from 

right to life. Most of the risks posed on 

health by households, the workplace, 

outdoors and transportation. Because of poor 

quality of air people are unable to breathe 

properly. It is causing hazards like acute 

respiratory diseases. The air pollution 

contains harmful chemical variants such as 

carbon dioxide, hydrocarbons, sulphur and 

nitrogen dioxide. When people are exposed 



 

37 
 

to such air it led to lung cancer, respiratory 

infections etc. Noise pollution led to issues 

such as miscarriages, physical deformities, 

deafness, hypertension etc. 

It is clear that the environment wherein we 

live significantly influences our wellbeing. 

The illnesses which are endure from long 

period of time became difficult to treat. 

Sometimes it result in the death of a person. 

An unclean environment meddles with an 

individual’s right to life and dignity and it 

deprives individual’s right. Under Article 21 

the limits of the key 

right to life and 

individual freedom 

ensured were extended 

to incorporate 

environmental 

protection. The 

Supreme Court reinforced this Article in two 

different ways. First is to finish the 

assessment of reasonability regarding 

articles 14 and 19. Secondly the right to life 

and personal liberty to incorporate with the 

right to a wholesome environment. 

The idea of the right to a wholesome 

environment was perceived in the case of 

Subhash Kumar v. the State of Bihar. As per 

the Constitution of India the right to life 

includes the right to enjoy unpolluted air and 

water.  In the event of anything that 

endangers or impedes the personal 

satisfaction is in derogation of laws. Under 

Article 32 a citizen has the right to recourse 

the plan of action ought to be by an 

individual really interested in the protection 

of society and someone who is in the interest 

of the community. 

Virender Gaur v. State of Haryana case, 

there has been a great discussion about the 

environment with hygienic atmosphere and 

ecological balance.  Article 21 protects the 

right to life to Enjoy the life with human 

dignity. The protection 

and preservation of the 

environment includes 

ecological balance 

which is free from 

pollution. A hygienic 

environment is an 

integral part of healthy life. It is impossible 

to live with human dignity without a 

humane and healthy environment. 

III. Right to Sweet Water Assurance 

Under Article 21 protection of life and 

personal liberty states that no individual will 

be denied for his life or individual freedom 

as the procedure is  established by law. It is 

also known as right to life. The citizens must 

protect drinking water as it is important for 

the right to live. Bandhua Mukti Morcha v. 

Association of India case was held in 1984. 
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Under Article 21 the Supreme Court inferred 

the idea of the right to a healthy 

environment as a feature of the right to life. 

The Court in an ongoing judgment in 2000 

had stated that in the present emerging law, 

environmental rights, which incorporate a 

gathering of collective rights, are described 

as third Generation rights. 

Supreme Court made important decision  in 

the situation of A.P. Contamination Control 

Board II v. Prof. M.V. Nayudu case. 

Regarding the Environment Protection Act 

1986 AP government 

permitted it to set up two 

main reservoirs in Andhra 

Pradesh on the Himayat 

Sagar Lake and the 

Osman Sagar lake. Under 

the Environment 

Protection Act, The Water 

Prevention and Control of Pollution Act 

1974 supreme court didn’t empower the 

State to allow an exception to a specific 

industry inside the region prohibited for 

areas of polluting industries. 

Subhash Kumar v. the State of Bihar was 

held in 1991. The Supreme Court held that 

the right to live incorporates the pollution-

free water and air throughout the life. In the 

event that anything jeopardizes or weakens 

the personal satisfaction in derogation of 

laws under Article 32 a citizen has the 

option to have a response to the Constitution 

for removing the pollution of water and air 

which might be impeding the personal 

satisfaction for the quality of life. In M.C. 

Mehta v. Kamalnath case the Supreme Court 

categorically ruled that the State is not 

bounded to regulate water supply. It should 

help to realize the right to healthy water and 

prevent from health hazards. 

In the State of Karnataka v. State of Andhra 

Pradesh case the Court held that the right to 

water is a right to life. In 

Narmada Bachao 

Andolan v. Union of 

India case it was held that 

water is a basic need for 

the survival of human 

beings. Water is part of 

right to life and human 

rights. P. R. Subhash Chandran v. 

Government of Andhra Pradesh & Others 

case the A.P. High Court reiterated the 

responsibility of the State in providing clean 

drinking water to the citizens . In the Indian 

Constitution, providing adequate clean 

drinking water to citizens of India and 

protecting water from getting contaminated 

is a fundamental Directive Principle in the 

governance of the State. The right to life 

means the rights to get clean water and 
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sanitation. Courts have termed the right to 

water as a fundamental right and defined it 

as social asset. 

In 2002 the apex court approved the Sardar 

Sarovar Dam Project on Narmada in the 

year 2000 interpreting the right to life with 

right to water. Water is an essential 

requirement for the survival of life. 

According to Article 21 water is important 

for the right to life and common freedom. It 

can be served simply by giving sources of 

water where there is none. The Kerala High 

Court ruling on a 

groundwater extraction 

case of 1990. It 

includes water supply 

plan for the island of 

Lakshadweep. Under 

Article 21 it was 

decided that the government should not 

extract groundwater affecting the sources in 

future.  

Under Article 21 the administrative agency 

can’t be allowed to work in such a way to 

make advances into the essential right. The 

right to life is privilege to animal existence. 

It’s ascribes are manifold as life itself. An 

organization of human needs with worthy 

framework has been perceived in these 

areas. The option to sweet water and free air 

are traits of the privilege to life.  M.C. 

Mehta v. Union of India case the court has 

made context of water pollution.  Cleaning 

up of water sources including rivers, tanks 

and wells are made mandatory in Hinch Lal 

Tiwari v. Kamala Devi case. The court has 

applied the precautionary principle to 

prevent the contamination of drinking water 

sources resulting upon the setting up of 

industries in their region. Water is a network 

source which is held by the state in broad 

public trust in recognition of its obligation to 

regard the principle of intergenerational 

equity. 

IV. Conclusion 

The refusal of access to 

water and sanitation in 

India had been 

continuing for quite a 

while even before the 

advent of economic reforms. Supreme 

Court’s decisions from time to time had 

access to clean drinking water. Under 

Article 21 water is an essential right as a 

feature of right to life. Right to Water in 

India is ensured through the Constitution or 

any enactment. It was declared through a 

bunch of laws which present an obligation 

upon the state through its different agencies 

to prevent and control water contamination. 

Under Article 21 the Right to clean water is 

ensured and nobody can be denied of it. A 
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healthy environment is thre necessity for the 

well-being of all organisms. It is possible to 

make the environment completely pollution-

free environment. 
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ANDHRA PRADESH 530003. 

 

Are Indian Courts reluctant to give capital 

punishments to female criminals? 

The word "justice" has different 

implications in the community; it has often 

been colorfully translated according to a 

person's conscience. In order to sustain 

social order, punishment and justice are 

related. If a criminal goes unpunished, there 

is no longer any hope of justice in any 

manner; Justice cannot be done without the 

punishment required. 

Therefore it may be 

assumed that retribution 

is the centerpiece to 

maintaining fairness 

without distortion. The 

death penalty, also 

known as capital punishment, lies in the 

very sense of punishment. 

1) What is the stigma attached to capital 

punishment, and what is its legal 

aspect? 

    The death penalty is criticized by 

claiming that it breaches the most 

commonly recognized human right 

conferred in India's Constitution, i.e., the 

right to life. It has been argued that any 

human life is precious and the sanctity of 

human life is holy, and the State itself 

has no right to strip the life from human 

beings irrespective of what an individual 

has done, but we cannot proceed with 

the idea that the notion of the death 

penalty offends the sacredness of life. 

The incarnation of dharma is Lord 

Rama, and he murdered King Bali, who 

stole his brother's wife. Islam also states 

that the Quran sets out a right of all to 

live: "Don't take life which God has 

made sacred except for righteous 

reasons." Furthermore, 

two hypotheses in the 

aspect of law affirm the 

legitimacy of the death 

penalty are the deterrent 

theory of punishment 

and the retributive 

theory of punishment. The Penal Code 

of 1861, which called for a death 

sentence for murder, was maintained in 

India in 1947. During the Indian 

Constitution's writing between 1947 and 

1949, the proposal to end capital 

punishment articulated by some 

Constituent Assembly members was not 

included in the Constitution. Private 

members' bills in Lok Sabha and Rajya 

Sabha were launched to eliminate the 

death penalty in the ensuing two 
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decades, but they were not accepted. The 

number of executions was estimated to 

be 3,000-4,000 between 1950 and 1980. 

The number of people put to death and 

executed between 1980 and the mid-

1990s is more challenging to estimate. 

Two or three people are estimated to 

have been hanged every year. The 

Supreme Court ruled in Bachan Singh 

(1980) that the death penalty can only be 

enforced in 'rare' cases, but what 

constitutes the rarer of the rare is not 

explicit.  

2) What is the 

Indian scenario 

of capital 

punishment? Are 

women levied 

from capital 

punishment? 

Severe offenses are subject to the death 

penalty in India. The fundamental objective 

of imposing punishment is to ensure that the 

offender does not repeat the same offenses 

and to make people fear punishment. In 

India, capital punishment is lawfully 

enforced (Example- Delhi gang Rape case). 

If the court finds that life imprisonment is 

inadequate for the crime committed, it will 

impose the death penalty as a penalty. In 

India, the intention, intensity, and 

circumstances of the offense impose 

different punishments. Under Section- 53 of 

the Indian Penal Code of 1860, crimes such 

as the death penalty, life imprisonment, 

rough imprisonment, simple or fine jail, 

property forfeiture, and fines for crimes are 

imposed. In India, for the most severe and 

heinous offenses such as assassination, 

murdering Dacoity, anti-terrorism, and 

criminal conspiracy, death penalties may be 

imposed, or the honorable President and 

Governor can forgive. The offender may 

present a request for 

mercy to the President to 

commute the sentenced 

punishment, but it must 

be accepted or refused 

by the President. The 

power for the President 

was given under Article 72 of the 

Constitution of India. 

In the 262nd report (August 2015), the Law 

Commission of India recommended that 

for all offenses other than terrorist 

violations to protect national security, 

the death penalty concept should be 

abolished. In its previous review in 

1967, the Law Committee concluded 

that India would not risk the 'abolition of 

capital punishment' experiment. In 2015, 

however," The time came to proceed for 
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India to abolish the death penalty," the 

Commission stated. While death 

sentences in India are scarcely enforced, 

the Commission also recommended the 

abolition of the punishment. The 

committee presented the following 

reasons: 

1.) Changing of times. 

2.) Not a deterrence. 

3.) The justice system in India is defective.  

In the process of 

delivering justice to 

the victims, no one is 

above or below the 

law. So if you clearly 

understand the 

criminal offenses' 

wordings and their 

punishments mentioned in IPC, such as 

criminal conspiracy, murder, the war 

against the government, abetment of 

mutiny, Dacoity with murder, and anti-

terrorism, it would be understood that 

the punishment applies to all irrespective 

of the gender. Generally, these are the 

offenses where capital punishment was 

given as punishment in IPC. 

We can say that Indian Courts are reluctant 

to give capital punishment to female 

criminals. This can be supported by 

looking at the female convicts' 

punishment of the Rajiv Gandhi 

assassination case. 

Apart from the significance of alleviating 

conditions, a stipulated clause in the case 

of Machhi Singh (1983), the case of 

Amroha also poses the issue of gender 

and punishment as one of the convicts, 

Shabnam, is a woman2. While the 

overall number of women 

convicted of deaths is 

limited, it is also 

significant since no 

woman has been hanged 

in modern times. In 2006, 

two sisters, Renuka 

Shinde and Seema Gavit, 

were awarded the Supreme Court for the 

death penalty for numerous children's 

murders in the 1990s. Their appeal for 

forgiveness was denied eight years later, 

in 2014. The overly late payment 

problem is simple, as the trial courts first 

convicted these two women to death in 

2001. 
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1) Death Penalty in India, and what is 

its constitutional validity? 

Although, when we look closely at 

Article 21 of India's Constitution or most 

of the other fundamental rights given in 

the Constitution, there is no question that 

there is no fundamental right absolute. In 

the present world, everything is so 

interrelated that no right can be separate 

and absolute and is bound up with the 

law and the will of the State which 

serves. The provisions of Article 21 of 

the Indian 

Constitution now 

state that "no person 

shall be deprived of 

life or personal 

freedom except as 

provided for by law." It can also be said 

legally that, since capital punishment is 

part of our rules and the courts, it lies 

under the authority of a procedure 

defined by the Constitution. The use of 

the death penalty is technically not a 

violation of article 21. 

In certain nations, the death penalty was 

recognized as a violation of human 

rights and repealed. There are also many 

social workers in India, plus lawyers and 

judges who raised their voice to the 

unconstitutional death penalty. Bhagwati 

J. and Krishna Iyer J. are famous former 

judges of the Supreme Court, recently 

firmly advocated eliminating the death 

penalty when addressing a human rights 

organization.  

The award of the death penalty was 

identified by Supreme Court Justice 

A.K. Ganguly as "inhumane, anti-life, 

undemocratic and irresponsible," which 

is "legal" throughout the predominant 

judicial framework. In awarding the 

death penalty, the 

doctrine of crime in the 

'rarest of rare' category 

was a "grey" field as its 

meaning relied on 

individual judges. He 

warned that a judge would be "extremely 

careful" and consider "mitigating and 

aggravating conditions" before offering 

the death penalty. 

Concerning the death penalty, the Supreme 

Court claimed in Bachan Singh V. State 

of Punjab that only in the rarest 

circumstances could the death penalty be 

granted. The Supreme Court targeting 

firmly endorsed this decision to reduce 

the use of Capital punishment. In the 

Bachan Singh case, the Ratio Decidenti 
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or the Rule of Law enforced by the 

Supreme Court is that the death penalty 

is only lawful if it serves as an option to 

life imprisonment. The same happens in 

the rarest of situations where the 

opportunity is undoubtedly omitted. 

Further, Justice Thakkar sitting for the 

Supreme Court held that five types of 

events could be found as rarest cases of 

rare cases that deserve the extreme 

penalty. The Supreme Court in Machhi 

Singh vs. Punjab 

defined broadly the 

conditions in which 

the death penalty can 

be applied. 

Accordingly, 

First of all, when the 

crime is committed in an incredibly 

barbaric fashion to arouse severe and 

extreme outrage in the group, for 

example, when the victim's house is set 

on fire to roast him alive, the body 

parted and the bodies tortured in 

inhumane conditions. 

Secondly, the motives-when homicide is 

committed on a ground that 

demonstrates inhumanity and nastiness.  

Third, anti-social or morally detestable 

aspect of the offense.  

Fourthly, Crime scale - significant crimes, 

such as many killings of families or 

individuals of a certain race, class or 

community, or location.  

Fifthly, the character of the murder suspect. 

Many states decreased their number of 

capital criminals and established state 

penitentiaries in the early part of the 

century. Pennsylvania becomes the first 

nation in 1834 to 

eliminate executions 

from the public eye and 

execute them in 

correctional institutions. 

 

1) What is the 

difference between capital 

punishment in India and capital 

punishment in other countries ( a 

brief comparison)? 

In viewing during the Mauryan Dynasty, an 

eye for an eye, a hand for a hand, and indeed 

the principal punishes an individual. The 

later dynasties adopted various punishments 

such as horse pulling, head-chopping, or 

some part of a body, stamping by an 

elephant's violent nature. King Hammurabi 
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of Babylon was first codified in the world's 

penal rules on the death sentence. Other 

types of death sentences, such as 

guillotining, decapitation, execution by 

electrocution in Russia, etc., have been 

widespread globally. 

Despite multiple institutions, it is also 

performing in various countries, 

protesting against abolishing a death 

sentence. The UN has declared death or 

capital punishment as a crime against 

humanity in its Charter of Rights, and it 

has also called for 

its Member States 

to eradicate the 

crime. One UN 

Member State – 

India – has not yet 

got rid of the death penalty, even though 

the Indian Constitution has claimed that 

the government does not have the power 

to execute someone in compliance with 

Article 21. 

Many states decreased their number of 

capital criminals and established state 

penitentiaries in the early part of the 

century. Pennsylvania becomes the first 

nation in 1834 to eliminate executions 

from the public eye and execute them in 

correctional institutions. 

The first to abolish the death penalty was 

Michigan in 1846 for all offenses with 

the exception of treason. The death 

penalty was later repealed for all 

offenses on Rhode Island and 

Wisconsin. The countries of Venezuela, 

Portugal, the Netherlands, Costa Rica, 

Brazil, and Ecuador joined by the end of 

the 19th century. Back in 1972, the U.S. 

In Furman v. Georgia, the Supreme 

Court overturned death penalty statutes, 

lessening all death sentences pending to 

life imprisonment. 

CONCLUSION:- 

The practice of capital 

punishment is archaic 

and cruel and should be 

eliminated, for it 

requires the execution of an unethical human 

being when life is sacred and death is 

irrevocable. Democracies should rely more 

on reform strategy rather than deterrent 

theory as it provides an incentive for 

advancement and will transform an 

individual's life and allow him to contribute 

to society. Thus reform theory has its 

superiority over deterrent theory. 



 

47 
 

The death sentence's core purpose is to 

avert an increase in India's crime rate. 

Yet as we look at our nation's crime 

rates, the death penalty has not proven to 

be a successful means of reducing the 

rate. In its report, even the Indian Law 

Commission proposes that Indians 

remove the death penalty for all offenses 

other than violent crimes. We will 

require a reformed punishment to 

discipline and train criminals to become 

decent people & residents of a country 

that follows the law. Law reformers 

should take the steps they need to 

abolish society's death penalty 

execution. Legal reformers should take 

the requisite steps to abolish death 

penalty punishment in society since 

India's crime rate cannot be regulated 

effectively. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MCQs 

Q1) Ejusdem Generis concept was_____? 

a)Cancelledoutin UJJAMBAI VS STATE 

OF U.P 

b)Broughtin UJJAMBAI VS STATE OFU.P 

c)Cancelledoutin Sukhdev Singh VS 

Bhagatram 

d)broughtin Sukhdev Singh VS Bhagatram 

 

Q2)SC held the concept of Equal Protection 

of Law is inter-related to Equality before 

Law and it 

Is impossible to imagine a situation where 

Equal protection of Law is not a violation of 

Equality 

Before Law. Find the case? 

a)Anwar Ali Sarkar VS State of West 

Bengal  

b)Kalyan Sarkar VS Rajesh Ranjan 

c)F.M.Balsara VS State of Bombay 

d)E.P.Royappa VS State of TamilNadu 

 

Q3) Equality Before law = Rule of Law + 

Natural Justice 

a)E.P.Royappa VS STATE OF 

TAMILNADU 

b)Bachan Singh vs State of Punjab 

c)Ram Krishna Dalmia vs JusticeTendulkar 

d)Maneka Gandhi vs UOI 
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Q4) Zonal Council is_____body and now 

consists___councils across India. 

a)Nota Constitutional,and 6 

b)Nota Statutory,and 6 

c)a Constitutional,and 5 

d)a Statutory,and 5 

 

Q5) Central Government is given power to 

issue directions to state under Article___of 

Indian 

Constitution. 

a)256, 257 and 365 

b)243,256,278 

c)365,210,219 

d)304,305,308 

 

Q6) In which case Section 5 of 

InformationTechnology wastermed Ultra 

Vires of Article__of 

Indian Constitution? 

a)Article14 and Bageshwar Nath vs 

Commissioner of IncomeTax 

b)Article19 and Maganlal Chaggan Lal vs 

Municipal Corporation of Greater Bombay 

c)Indira Sawnhey vs UOI 

d)Vishaka vs StateofRajasthan 

 

Q7) Which committee is responsible for 

addition of part4- A of Indian Constitution? 

a)Sardar Swarn SinghCommittee 

b)Durgah Committee 

c)Advisory Committee 

d)Privileges Committee 

 

Q8) Bandhu Mukti Morcha 1984 case is 

famous for? 

a)Bonded Labour 

b)Environmental law 

c)Prostitution 

d)None of these 

Q9)Polluter Pay Principle was evolved in? 

a)Indian Council for Environmental Legal 

Action vs UOI 

b)Vellore Citizens Welfare vs UOI 

c) Subhash Kumar v. State of Bihar 

d) Samit Mehta v.Union of India&Ors.; 

 

Q10)Precautionary principle was introduced 

n? 

a)Vellore Citizens Welfare vs UOI 

b)Indian Council for Environmental Legal 

Action vs UOI 

c) Municipal Council ,Ratlam v.Shri 

Vardhichand & Ors. 

d)M.C.Mehta v. Union Of India 

 

Q11)Centre shall prevail over state? Which 

Article of Indian Constitution is most 

relatable? 

a)Article 248 of Indian Constitution 

b)Article 268 of Indian Constitution  

c)Article 284 of Indian Constitution 
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d)Article 288 of Indian Constitution 

 

Q12)Right to life is more important than 

right to privacy was held in? 

a)Mr.X vs Hospital Z 

b)Mr.Mehta vs City Hospital  

c)Mrs.Khan vs Special Hospital  

d)Mr.Khan vs Hospitalz 

 

Q13)"Emergency can curtail Article 20 and 

Article 21"-Was referred in case?  

a)A.D.M Jabalpur vs Shivkant Shukla 

b)Golakhnath vs State of Punjab 

c)Keshavanand Bharti vs State of Kerala 

d)Waman Rao vs Union of India 

 

Q14) Which of the following environment 

all a wall ows private rights to use are 

source that is, 

Ground water ,by viewing it as an 

attachment to the land? 

A.Easement Act 

B.Indian Fisheries Act 

C.Factories Act 

D.None of the above 

 

Q15)Which environmental law establishes 

two sets of penal offences where by the 

Government can sue any person who uses 

dynamite or other explosive substance in 

anyway 

(whether coastal or inland) with intent to 

catch or destroy any fish or poisonous fish in 

order 

To kill? 

A.Indian Fisheries Act 

B.Indian Penal Code 

C.Factories Act 

D.Coastal Regulation Zone Notification 

 

Q16)Which of the following environment all 

awem powers the central and state pollution 

Control boards to meet with grave 

emergencies of air pollution? 

A.Air(Prevention and Control of Pollution) 

Amendment Act 

B.Environment (Protection)Act 

C.Air (Prevention and Control of 

Pollution)Rules 

D.Objective of Hazardous 

Waste(Management and Handling)Rules 

 

Q17)Who introduced NEPA into law on 

January1,1970? 

A. Nixon 

B  .Luther 

C. William 

D. Benjamin 

 

Q18)The provisions for environmental 

protection in the constitution were made in: 

(a)1960 
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(b)1950 

(c)1982 

(d)1955 

 

Q19)Penalty for conservation of the 

provisions of the Forest Act is under: 

(a)Section 3A 

(b)Section 4A 

(c)Section 12A 

(d)Section8A 

 

Q20)The EPA contains: 

(a)26 Sections 

(b)12 Sections 

(c)28 Sections 

(d)14 Sections 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FUN CORNER 

 

 

 



 

51 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

52 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

53 
 

 


