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17ok¡ lafoèkku la'kksèku vfèkfu;e %
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24ok¡ lafoèkku la'kksèku %

29ok¡ lafoèkku la'kksèku vfèkfu;e]19 tks Hkwfe lqèkkj yk;k % 
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31ok¡ lafoèkku la'kksèku vfèkfu;e20 % 
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42ok¡ lafoèkku la'kksèku vfèkfu;e21 % 
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DPSP

U;k;ikfydk ds fo#) foèkku ds lacaèk esa ewy lajpuk dk lglacaèkh vè;;u % 

lafoèkku dh v[kaMrk dk laj{k.k % 

la'kksèkuksa ds fy, :ijs[kk %

U;kf;d leh{kk vkSj laj{k.k % 

fLFkjrk vkSj fujarjrk % 
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Hkkjrh; lafoèkku ds ewy <k¡ps dh lhek,¡ % 
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Hkkjr&ikfdLrku ds chp flaèkq ty le>kSrk %
orZeku ,sfrgkfld ifjizs{;
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flaèkq unh iz.kkyh ij Hkkjr ds izeq[k ck¡èk

 fd'kuxaxk ¼fd'ku xaxk unh] >sye dh ,d lgk;d unh½ %

 jrys ¼fpukc½ %

 'kkgiqjdaMh ¼jkoh½ %

 m> ¼jkoh½ %

varjjk"Vªh; fofèk ds varxZr flaèkq ty le>kSrk

flaèkq ty le>kSrk fuyEcu ds ifj.kke
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





D;ksa varjjk"Vªh; U;k;kfèkdj.k ugha tk ldrk ;g fookn\

fo'o cSad dh Hkwfedk vkSj flaèkq ty le>kSrk
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pqukSfr;k¡

 varjjk"Vªh; izfrfØ;k %

 ikfdLrku dh izfrfØ;k %

 ty lalkèkuksa dk izcaèku %

lq>ko
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fu"d"kZ
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
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Hkkjr ds cnyrs psgjs esa ekSfyd vfèkdkjksa dk Lianu

III

,sfrgkfld i`"BHkwfe
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lafoèkku lHkk esa ekSfyd vfèkdkjksa ij cgl
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ekSfyd vfèkdkjksa dk ewy pkVZj

 lekurk dk vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 14&18½ %











 Lora=krk dk vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 19&22½ %









 'kks"k.k ds fo#) vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 23&24½ %




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 /keZ dh Lora=krk dk vf/kdkj ¼vuqPNsn 25&28½









 lkaLÑfrd vkSj 'kSf{kd vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 29&30½ %





 laifÙk dk vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 31½ % 
 laoSèkkfud mipkjksa dk vfèkdkj ¼vuqPNsn 32&35½





la'kksèkuksa ds ekè;e ls fodkl
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U;kf;d O;k[;k vkSj ekSfyd vfèkdkjksa dk foLrkj

ds'kokuan Hkkjrh cuke dsjy jkT; ¼1973½
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cnyrs Hkkjr esa ekSfyd vfèkdkj

vfèkdkjksa vkSj drZO;ksa dk larqyu

fu"d"kZ
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

lanHkZ
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and_Fundamental_Duties_of_India)

'ks"k i`"B 138 ij
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vkizokl vkSj fonsf'k;ksa fo"k;d vfèkfu;e] 2025 %
fdruk jgsxk izHkkoh\



134 % % 



 % % 135



136 % % 



 % % 137



138 % % 



i`"B 132 dk 'ks"k
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III  (mea.gov.in/Images/
pdf/PART_III.pdf)

(eparlib.nic.in/bitstream/123456789/777855/1/
CADebates_30-08-1947_Part_I.pdf,
indiankanoon.org/search/?form_only=1&amp;txt=Constituent+
Assembly+Debates+on+1+December%2C+1948+Part+II, sansad.in/

AIR 1973 SC 1461
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fo'o 'kkafr vkSj vkradokn ds lanHkZ esa lkfgR;dkj dk nkf;Ro
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vkradokn ,oa ekuo vf/kdkj

izLrkouk %  

vkradokn D;k gS\

vkradokn ds mís';
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vkradokn ,oa ekuo vfèkdkj 

vkradokn dk i;kZoj.k ij izHkko
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lq>ko

fu"d"kZ



lanHkZ

Ml Sondhi, terrorism and political violence, a source book
Ved Bhatnagar, Challenges to India’s Terrorism, Casteism communalism
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;w-ds- mPpre U;k;ky; ds ,d Q+Slys esa ukjh dh ifjHkk"kk
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FWS

FWS

FWS
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
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jk"Vª fuekZ.k dh izfØ;k esa efgykvksa dk ;ksxnku %
lafoèkku lHkk esa efgykvksa dh Hkwfedk ds lanHkZ esa

izLrkouk % 

iz;qDr 'kCn %
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vEew LokehukFku %

,uh eLdkjsus %

n{kk;uh csyk;qèku %

csxe ,stkt+ jlwy %
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nqxkZckbZ ns'keq[k %

gal tho jkt esgrk %

deyk pkSèkjh %

yhyk jk; %

ekyrh pkSèkjh %
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iwf.kZek cuthZ %

jktdqekjh ve`r dkSj %

js.kqdk js %

ljksftuh uk;Mw %

lqpsrk Ñiykuh %
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fot; y{eh iafMr %

fu"d"kZ %



lanHkZ

https://www.scconline.com/blog/post/2024/11/26/the-founding-mothers-
of-the-indian- constitution-the-5-women-that-shaped-the-indian-republic/

NEXT

https://cmsadmin.amritmahotsav.nic.in/blogdetail.htm?48
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oSokfgd vfèkdkjksa dh iqu%LFkkiuk % lukru ijaijkvksa vkSj
O;fDrxr Lora=krk dk Vdjko

ifjp;

Restitution
of Conjugal Rights & RCR

marriage saving clause

(RCR)
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vkstLok ikBd
cuke Hkkjr la?k

2- lukru ijaijkvksa esa fookg % ,d ifo=k caèku
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RCR

3- oSokfgd vfèkdkjksa dh iqu%LFkkiuk ¼RCR½ % d+kuwuh ifjizs{;

RCR

HMA

RCR
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RCR
RCR

RCR

RCR
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4- O;fDrxr Lora=krk dk mn; % laoSèkkfud vfèkdkj

U;k;ewfrZ ds-,e- iqêqLokeh cuke Hkkjr la?k ¼2017½

RCR

RCR

RCR
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RCR RCR

RCR

RCR

5- }a} dk fo'ys"k.k % oSokfgd vf/kdkjksa dh iqu%LFkkiuk cuke O;fDrxr Lora=krk

RCR
RCR

RCR RCR
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RCR
RCR

RCR

RCR

RCR

RCR

RCR vkstLok ikBd cuke Hkkjr la?k

RCR

RCR

RCR
RCR
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RCR

6- fu"d"kZ % larqyu dh ryk'k esa

RCR

RCR

RCR
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RCR

RCR

RCR

RCR

7- laHkkfor uhfrxr flQkfj'ksa

¼1½ RCR dk mUewyu ;k lhfer mi;ksx % RCR

¼2½ eè;LFkrk vkSj ijke'kZ dks etcwr djuk % 

¼3½ oSokfgd cykRdkj dk vijkèkhdj.k %
RCR 

¼4½ ySafxd laosnu'khyrk vkSj vkfFkZd l'kfDrdj.k % 

RCR

¼5½ ,d leku ukxfjd lafgrk ¼UCC½ dh fn'kk esa d+ne % 
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

lanHkZ

lafoèkkfud izkoèkku


vfèkfu;e








3- U;kf;d fu.kZ; ¼ekeys½
  AIR AP

  AIR Del
 AIR SC

 SCC

 SCC


4- izkphu xzaFk@èkeZ'kkL=k


 RCR
 RCR
 RCR
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dke vkSj uke ds fy, le; ugha leiZ.k pkfg, %
lanHkZ mPpre U;k;ky; ds eq[; U;k;kèkh'k
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varjjk"Vªh; vkink izcaèku esa f'k{k.k laLFkkuksa dh Hkwfedk %
,d fo'ys"k.kkRed vè;;u

DRR


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dhoMZ~l % DRR

DRR

CSSF
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COVID
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COVID

vkink vuqlaèkku esa fo'ofo|ky;ksa dh Hkwfedk
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vkink tksf[+ke izcaèku ds ekè;e ls vkink U;wuhdj.k f'k{kk

DRR

SPAB SMAB

SPAB

lkfgR; dh leh{kk

CBDRR
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COVID

DE
PSEIs DE

PSEIs DE

DE

fu"d"kZ

DRR
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

lanHkZ

http://
www.publishingindia.com/GetBrochure.aspx?query=UERGQnJvY2h1cm
VzfC85NDYucGRmfC85NDYucGRm

http://www.publishingindia.com/GetBroc
hure.aspx?zquery=UERGQnJvY2h1cmVzfC85NDYucGRmfC85NDYuc
GRmhttps://journals.lww.com/jehp/Fulltext/2019/08000/Validating_
Self_Reflection_and_Insight_Scale_to.85.aspx

https:/
/www.unesco.org/en/disaster-risk-reduction/education

UNDP
www.undp.

org/bosnia-herzegovina/stories/role-universities-and-academia-disaster-
risk-management

https://blog.ucsusa.org/science-
blogger/academic-institutions-have-a-strong-role-to-play-in-disaster-
response/

NIH
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.

gov/articles/PMC10770163/
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Hkkjr dh orZeku fLFkfr esa ukxfjdksa ds dÙkZO;
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Info.nia@gov.in


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Pran Nath Kumar

WAR OF WORDS
Parliament vs Supreme Court

There is an ongoing war of words between the Supreme Court and
Parliament — the law-making body. The conflict is more apparent now,
especially in matters connected with the governance of states, where the
opposition party is in power, such as Kerala, Tamil Nadu, Bengal, and Himachal
Pradesh. Why is this happening? This rift became a buzz after the judgment
passed by a bench comprising Justice J.B. Pardiwala and Justice R.M.
Mahadevan of the Supreme Court on 8 April, 2025. The Court was hearing a
petition filed by the Tamil Nadu Government against the State Governor for an
inordinate delay in clearing 10 bills passed by the Tamil Nadu State Assembly.

The Court set aside the reservation of the 10 bills for Presidential
consideration in the second round, holding it illegal and erroneous in law. It
ordered the Governor and the President of India to observe a time limit for either
giving consent or withholding it within a fixed number of days.

The State Government argued that no one should obstruct the passage of
bills passed by the Assembly or create unnecessary hurdles in the path of
progress and in the implementation of social welfare schemes. The Government
requested the Hon’ble Supreme Court to direct the Governor to clear the bills
that were left in limbo. It alleged that the Governor’s actions were aligned with
the wishes of the BJP, the ruling party at the Centre. The Government labeled
it as an act of political vendetta, lacking any bona fide or justified reason.

The Chairman of the Rajya Sabha, Shri Jagdeep Dhankhar, criticized the
Supreme Court’s role, calling it a “Super Parliament” and likened the judgment
to a “nuclear missile.”

Considering the opinions in the national press or otherwise, just three days
after, the Supreme Court in hearing another petition filed by an NGO — seeking
the transfer of the Supreme Court’s powers under Article 142 to High Courts —
a bench of Justice A.S. Oka and Justice Ujjal Bhuyan remarked: How can the
Court allow such a petition? How can such a prayer be granted? It requires a
constitutional amendment. The prayer is misconceived. The Supreme Court’s
power cannot simply be transferred to High Courts.

This judgment does not nullify the earlier verdict but serves as a cooling
effect on critics of Justice Pardiwala’s judgment. Now, it is for the Government,
the President, and the Governor to consider how to address or review the earlier
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ruling — either through a review petition, an ordinance, or even the extreme step
of impeachment for overreach or abuse of power.

The matter is highly complex. Let us wait and see in the coming days
whether the bills, already published as laws in the Tamil Nadu Gazette, can be
reversed. What political unrest will this generate within Tamil Nadu and the
Central Government? This appears to be the first instance in history where a
constitutional court has held the Governor and the President accountable.

The Central Government is challenging what it perceives as the Supreme
Court acting as a superpower, which puts the judiciary on the back foot. In
another case, it was revealed that an order reserved by the Jharkhand High
Court three years ago had not yet been issued. This shocked the Supreme
Court judges. The Court is imposing deadlines for everyone — even for the
President, who otherwise enjoys immunity. Meanwhile, lakhs of cases are
pending, including trials, charge sheet filings, and release of prisoners who have
completed their sentences but cannot afford bail bonds.

This petition was especially shocking to Justice Surya Kant, who, as the
head of the SC Legal Services Committee, recently took the initiative to provide
legal aid to prisoners whose cases are delayed. The current state of the
judiciary resembles a teacher who preaches abstinence from sweets, yet he
and his entire family indulge in them.

Centre vs Supreme Court

The aforementioned judgments are turning points in the ongoing conflict
between the Supreme Court and Parliament. This controversy has flared up like
wildfire. The BJP, which governs at the Centre, is upset with the Supreme Court
on multiple counts. Several judgments have not aligned with BJP’s policies.
Some bills passed by Parliament and approved by the President remain
ineffective due to judicial stays or ongoing hearings. The Central Government
feels that the judiciary is inconsistent in handling similar cases. Some rulings
seem to favor senior advocates, the wealthy, or politically connected individuals.

The Government is also critical of the Collegium system, which allegedly
appoints relatives of former judges, often ignoring merit. As a result, some
judgments are immature or contradictory. In several cases, individuals
previously convicted of serious crimes by trial and High Courts have now been
acquitted, indirectly implying earlier judges were not competent.

In a recent example, a Delhi High Court judge from whose residence crores
of rupees were recovered after a fire incident was not dealt with strictly. He
should have faced consequences similar to other corruption or money-
laundering convicts. This lenient treatment has damaged public trust in the
judiciary and its policies.

The BJP and many civil society figures have criticized the Supreme Court
for rewarding wrongdoers instead of punishing them as per the law. They also
accuse the Court of favoring certain communities over others. Parliamentarians
object to making the President accountable for actions under Article 142,
claiming this undermines the separation of powers.
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A Nation at Crossroads

India is the world’s largest democracy. We have the right to free expression
— and many exercise it without considering the consequences of their bitter
words. Social activists will write countless books to support their chosen sides.
Will justice ever trickle down like gentle rain from the skies? Perhaps never.

In this tug-of-war, both sides have forgotten the values of life. If they
continue clashing, the global community will lose faith in India’s democracy and
its values. This war of words will only end when both sides drop their egos and
extend a hand of peace. Both must recognize their equal power and roles as
pillars of democracy. It’s time to shift toward peace and unity, as taught by Lord
Buddha. If India’s democracy collapses and gives way to autocracy or military
rule, only one side will remain — and the nation will face sleepless nights and
stagnant economic growth.

In this intense climate, the people of India will condemn the MPs who
brought us to this brink. Citizens will see them as self-serving and indifferent to
the “aam janta” — the common people. Public contempt will be the inevitable
response.

Lessons for the Judiciary

The recent rulings holding Governors and the President accountable for
delays also offer lessons to the judiciary on handling sensitive legal matters in
the future. Judges must interpret the law judiciously, transparently, and
consistently.

No two judges are the same in knowledge or skill. If the subject matter is
the same that has earlier been dealt with by another bench or is politically or
religiously sensitive, then the bench should consider it very carefully before
passing the order or should take steps for the transfer of the said matter to a
larger bench or constitutional bench for hearing. This implies that in cases that
require deep legal and social insight, judges must exercise caution and stick
to the spirit of the law. Two foundational principles must guide their exercise of
powers under Article 142.

One of the Principles is Stare Decisis.
Consistency is the cornerstone of justice. Judicial stability breeds public

confidence. Courts must respect precedent to avoid chaos. This was
emphasized in Government of Andhra Pradesh v. A.P. Jaiswal (AIR 2001 SC
499).

There’s a public perception that the Supreme Court lacks consistency.
Some examples include:
 Granting bail to high-profile individuals in midnight hearings.
 Constituting special benches to overturn undecided or inconvenient

rulings.
 Hearing urgent petitions allowing political figures to board flights.
 Disproportionate attention to cases involving certain communities.
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 Uneven handling of long-term convicts and pending cases.
 Offering bond assistance to some while ignoring the plight of others.

This perceived inconsistency and partiality have created mistrust among
the people.

The Implication of Judgment Under Article 142

Enforcement of Decrees and Orders of the Supreme Court

1. ‘The Supreme Court, in the exercise of its jurisdiction, may pass such
decree or make such order as is necessary for doing complete justice in
any cause or matter pending before it. Any decree so passed or order so
made shall be enforceable throughout the territory of India in such manner
as may be prescribed on that behalf by or under any law made by the
Parliament, or as the President may, by order, prescribe.

2. Subject to the provisions of any law made on this behalf by Parliament, the
Supreme Court has every power to — enforce that law.’

Elasticity

While considering the nature and ambit of Article 142, the Supreme Court
in Delhi Development Authority v. Skipper Construction (P) Ltd. observed that
it is advisable to leave this power undefined and uncatalogued, so that it remains
elastic enough to be molded to suit the given situation. (AIR 1996 SC 2005)

Supremacy of Parliament

When conflict arises, justice often sides with the one who bears
responsibility for others’ welfare — like a husband in a household providing food,
security, and shelter. If he fulfills these moral duties, he is seen as just. A win
for the wife in this analogy might be one of ego rather than societal cooperation.
Co-existence is essential — just like in a democracy.

This metaphor illustrates Parliament’s supremacy. It can amend the
Constitution and provide relief — even to the Supreme Court — for the greater
good. Parliament is the custodian of the Constitution and is responsible for
governance, law, and public welfare.

Conclusion

While providing justice, the Supreme Court should rely on its inherent
constitutional powers as a guardian — not just Article 142. In the current matter,
directing the President like a subordinate, undermines Parliament’s authority.
Such actions reflect judicial overreach and must be checked. In a democracy,
the judiciary must maintain its dignity without diminishing the powers of
Parliament. Both must work in tandem, not in competition. Only then true
justice and progress can prevail.


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The Effectiveness of the UNO in Enforcing
International Law : Successes and Failures

In the international sphere, United Nations plays an important role in
maintaining peace, through treaty implementation, peacekeeping missions, war
crime tribunals, and sanctions. The research article focuses on the successes
and failures along with the challenges the United Nations faces while working
on a global scale. The major success of the UN lies in promoting a democratic
form of government and fighting for peace through diplomacy, war tribunals and
trials like the Nuremberg trials. While failure of the UN lies in its inability to curb
violence in the case of Syria and the present Ukraine-Russia war. The UN has
a slow process due to the P5 countries and their veto powers making quick and
fast decisions. Addressing the challenges the article also provides
recommendations to improve the UN framework so it can curb its limitations and
enforce international laws more effectively.
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Introduction

Remnants and the memories of the World War led to a broken world
anxious about war and its devastating result. Curbing and protecting the future
generation from the scars of war. created in 1945, the UN came into existence
in San Francisco to promote peace at the global level and promote international
cooperation. The experience of world war I, was very traumatic globally leading
to turbulent times in geopolitical history with the fall of great dynasties like
Russia, Turkey, Austria-Hungary and Germany. This war was just the beginning
or the origin of a bigger war that was about to come World War II. Considered
the deadliest war in the history of the world WW II resulted in more than 70
million deaths around the globe (Beevor 15). Germany, Italy and Japan were
occupied, economic devastations were on high and there were unprecedented
horrendous acts against humanity that not only shamed human dignity but also
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showed the worst of humans against humans. To overcome such problems
together globally, the United Nations Organisation was created to help get out
of global poverty and promote peace and prosperity. Thus, the UN was created
on 24, October 1945 ratified by 52 countries It presently consists of 193
members focusing on climate change, poverty, development and humanitarian
aid (“About the United Nations”).

The primary reason for the creation of the UN was to avoid another war after
World War II, similar step was taken after WW I with the formation of the League
of Nations which ultimately failed to stop WW II (Mazower 101). However, with
the UN was designed and enforced to be much stronger and effective in
maintaining global stability, aiming to resolve conflicts among countries with
diplomacy while preventing aggression. Considering the atrocities that were
committed against humans, United Nations focused on promoting human rights
which led to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights in 1948 (Lauren 56).
Along with this UN started to establish programmes like the World Health
Organisation and UNICEF.

Although, the UN has played an important role in establishing a global legal
structure and fostering collaboration, institutional problems and political issues
affect the execution of international law. United Nations enforces international
law and settles disputes between nations through its different structures like the
International Court of Justice (Malone 214). Agencies like the Human Rights
Council and International Criminal Court to help find accountability on the
powerful countries. United Nations has been successful in imposing
international law, particularly in the case of human law with institutions like the
Human Rights Council. Over the years, UN has completed many peacekeeping
missions and maintained peace in war-like areas, especially Sierra Leone and
Liberia (Durch 178). With initiatives like the Paris Agreement, the United
Nations has addressed climate change.

Nevertheless, the UN has chink in its Armor, there have been times in
history when we have seen limitations of the United Nations, as it lacks the
enforcement power to impose sanctions or take any aggressive military action
(Weiss 49). The Security Council of the UN has a numerous member but only
five countries are permanent members (USA, France, United Kingdom, Russia
and China) with exclusive veto rights making international politics more complex
as these countries protect themselves and their allies (Luck 60). Also, the
horrific events like the Rwandan Genocide of 1997, the Syrian Civil War and the
Russia – Ukraine conflict have shown the inability of the UN to take any strong
stance against human rights violations and holding the stronger nations
accountable despite calling for peace.

The Legal Framework of the UN in Enforcing International Law

The UN charter clears its vision in its preamble to prevent the new
generation from the scourge of war and work on common interests like
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eradicating of poverty, hunger and global warming (United Nations 3). The UN
includes six principal organs The Secretariat, the General Assembly, The
Economic and Social Council, the Security Council, and The International Court
of Justice (Bailey 27). In 1945, the constitution of the UN was established as
the UN Charter, which outlines the principles of peace, sovereignty, security and
non-aggressive policies.

The legal standards set by the United Nations, are through agreements and
treaties that bind the states with the view to establish international norms for
issues like human rights, environmental protection and business (Hurd 131). For
example, treaties like Paris Agreement on Climate Change. Conventions on the
elimination of all forms of discrimination against women and the rights of the
child set standards globally regarding human rights and universal obligations.
Member countries can rectify and promote such conventions making them
signatories. Further, it is important to note that the general assembly resolution
is not legally binding while resolutions by the Security Council are legally
enforceable under UN Charter Chapter VII (Bodansky 117).

Nevertheless, it is not smooth sailing when it comes to the application of
UN charters and resolutions, the major challenge in enforcing the UN laws is
its enforcement mechanism. The UN does not have any law enforcement force
to make sure its laws are implemented as they happen in a state. The burden
of enforcement is on member states to implement international law. The
sovereignty of states supersedes it, it’s up to nations to implement the UN laws
or not based on their national interest (Shaw 89). International laws are often
kept on the back burner due to geopolitical interests. The five most powerful
nations of the world i.e., France, China, the United States, the United Kingdom
and Russia have veto powers that can block any new resolutions. Along with
it, the UN has a weak judicial authority with enforcement depending upon the
states despite ICJ and ICC rulings (Simma and Khan 311).

Article 1 of the charter focuses on promoting and maintaining global peace
and security. And measures to take to protect the peace suppress any
aggression and conform to international law. It also encourages relations
between countries by fostering equal rights and working towards universal
peace (United Nations 7). It strives to bring the world onto a round table work
towards solving international problems and promote human rights. The
economic, political, social and human rights issues are solved by countries
together. It advises nations to promote fundamental rights with no discrimination
against any race, sex, religion or language while maintaining harmony.

Article 2 of the UN Charter prohibits any use of force, only permitting the
use of force in case of self-defence or premised by the security council. The
article provides principles for the UN and its members to focus on sovereign
equality, members fulfilling their duties in good faith, and members striving
towards peaceful dispute resolution without affecting peace and justice. Further,
the charter also suggests that nations must not threaten or aggressive force on
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any territory that affects the integrity of a state. Members are also directed to
contribute to UN actions while implementing their measures. The UN keeps
itself out from any domestic affairs or politics of any member state. Chapter VI
focuses on dispute resolution with the help of arbitration, mediation and ICJ.
Chapter VII permits sanctions that can be imposed by the Security Council and
even employ military impose, for example, Libya and Iraq. Chapter VIII approves
that collaboration can take place between regional organizations; for instance,
the European Union, African Union and NATO.

Successes of the UN in Enforcing International Law

The United Nations has been successful in playing important
peacekeeping missions or resolutions that have helped neutralize war-torn
regions. The UN peacekeeping operations work under the DPO (Department of
Peace Operations) to promote ceasefire and protect civilians. In Sierra Leone
UNAMSIL UN peacekeeping mission ran from 1999 - 2005 by disarming rebel
groups, helping the country conduct free and democratic elections and
launching a special court for Sierra Leone, prosecuting war criminals. Another
case is where Namibia got its independence from South African rule with UN
help by helping them supervise elections and ensuring a safe transfer of power.

United Nations has been successfully imposing sanctions and diplomatic
pressure as per Chapter VII of the UN Charter instead of using military action.
Mainly such sanctions have been economic sanctions, assets freeze, arms
embargoes and travel ban to maintain pressure upon the government. However,
its effectiveness has been somewhat questionable as countries often find
themselves out with the help of certain loopholes. For instance, in the Iran
nuclear deal in 2015, where the UN successfully negotiated between the USA,
the UK, France, Russia and China with Iran regarding Iran’s nuclear program
and ultimately sanctions were lifted and showed the importance of international
law. Another example is of Apartheid Sanctions that were placed on South
Africa from 1962 to 1994, which pressurized South Africa to end the apartheid
if they wanted to get rid of economic sanctions and arms embargoes, this
ultimately led to the democratization of South Africa and the release of Nelson
Mandela.

When it comes to prosecuting war crimes, the UN has successfully
managed to condemn crimes against humanity in the form of genocide. With
the help of International Criminal tribunals, the UN has established as hoc
tribunals to make sure in the context of specific conflicts war crimes are
prosecuted. Furthermore, as a permanent court system, the International
Criminal Court was established in 2002 to emphasise individual accountability
in case of worst crimes. There have been numerous examples like Nuremberg
Trials, in the horrific case of the holocaust where the Nazi leaders were
prosecuted for their crimes against humanity and genocide. Another case was
Rwanda’s leader Jean Kambanda was prosecuted in 1994 for the mass killings
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popularly known as the 1994 Rwandan Genocide.
The UN has successfully managed to bring the world onto the same table

with the help of treaties like the Montreal Protocol in 1987, which effectively
reduced the ozone-depleting substances popularly known as CFCs which got
universal ratification by all member states. Another example is the Paris
Agreement in 2015, an important agreement focusing on climate change and
taking effective action against reducing greenhouse emissions. Throughout the
globe, this agreement helped many countries inspiring nations to create their
climate change policies and make early investments in renewable energy
resources.

Failures of the UN in Enforcing International Law

The road to maintaining world peace has not been smooth rather it has had
its ups and significant downs. The main challenge is the Veto powers of the P5
countries that have caused deadlocks. The veto power often used from political
viewpoints has prevented the UN from making timely decisions against conflicts
(Weiss 127). This leads to delays and prolongment of humanitarian crisis and
violation of international laws. Thus, the Veto power empowers the five
permanent members to reject peace resolutions. The international politics and
economic benefits come into play, which dictates the Security Council and their
decisions (Bosco 98).

The Syrian civil war is a prime example of the UN’s failure to advocate for
peace in the world. Since 2011, there have major human rights violations in
Syria and numerous war crimes which Russia and China as vetoed repeatedly
to impose sanctions. Till now, millions of people displaced and more than five
hundred thousand deaths (Power 146). As the world was recovering from the
remanents of Covid 19, Russia-Ukrainian conflict escalated in 2022. As Russia
invaded Ukraine, despite the UN condemnation Russia enjoyed the elite
permanent member status and vetoed any measure which affected the UN’s
ability to give any military infiltration and major sanctions (Thakur 83).

United Nations at its core does not have any enforcement power and any
compliance depends upon the member States’ will to comply. Though the
International Court of Justice can pass judgements but cannot force a country
to imply them. So, it is clear that ICJ does not have binding enforcement
authority despite their verdict being legally binding (Franck 35). The enforcement
of the verdict depends upon the security council which works as per national
interest and politics among the nations that delays any concrete changes. In
the case of Nicaragua vs. the United States, ICJ rulings were ignored by the US
as the international court supported the Contra rebels and ruled that the US had
violated international law and that they needed to pay reparations. The US
ultimately vetoed the resolution and no judgment was enforced (Franck 68).

Though the UN has managed some successful peacekeeping missions
there have been numerous times when they have failed to protect peace and it
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has led to mass killings, genocides, and stretched conflicts. The reason behind
such failures is a lack of military conflicts and insufficient mandates. The
peacekeeping mission of the UN has suffered from the lack of resources from
insufficient funding (Thakur 98). The Srebrenica massacre of 1995 is a prime
example of the UN’s failure. During the Bosnian despite UN declaring
Srebrenica a safe zone, the UN peacekeepers failed to protect the mass killings
of 8000 people.

North America has been a repeated offender, where numerous sanctions
against North Korea’s nuclear program. Since China and Russia trade with
North Korea, they veto against any sanction or any measure. Funded from
cybercrime and cryptocurrency, the North Korea nuclear program has been
developing.

Challenges and Recommendations

The UN faces challenges from its operational, political and structural
limitations that have affected the way international law is implemented globally.
Often the state sovereignty, and politics at the security council table have been
the main culprits (Gray 78). Thus, reforming the UN is the solution to hold on
to the vision of global peace successfully.

Firstly, the UN Security Council’s veto power must be reformed, limiting the
powers in cases of genocide and mass killings can curb the UN’s inaction. It
must be the responsibility of the P5 countries to protect. There must be a
responsibility to protect to counter their veto rights in case of human rights
violations (Stein 302). The Security Council table should invite more permanent
members, i.e., countries like India, Japan and Germany should be present so
that there is diversity on the table instead of polarization.

The International Criminal Court must expand its powers in terms of
enforcement of its judgement by establishing an independent UN enforcement
body. By establishing an international police force UN can effectively execute
the arrest of war criminals. There shall be rather strict sanctions on nations that
would be tough to bypass. The peacekeepers must have a strong mandate to
prevent mass atrocities with a better training strategy.

Conclusion

The United Nations has been an important institute of the world playing a
crucial role in maintaining peace in the world through its peacekeeping
missions, sanctions and treaty implementation. The success of the UN can be
seen in its peacekeeping mission in Namibia which also played an important
role in implementing the democratic rule. Ending the apartheid in South Africa
was particularly a success when the sanctions were implemented. Concerning
climate change international treaties like the Paris Agreement and Montreal
Protocol have emerged successful in meeting the end goals. Nevertheless, the
UN has faced significant challenges as well particularly in the case of Ukraine
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and Syria, where the UN proved incapable of taking any concrete actions. The
absolute veto power, weak enforcement strategies and not-so-effective
peacekeeping mandates have repeatedly affected the UN’s capabilities. Thus,
adopting and expanding the security council members to other nations can
bring more dynamic. The peacekeeping teams need to be reformed and take
quick action against mass killings. Despite the challenges UN does play a key
role in geopolitics for governance and maintaining peace.


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The Potential Benefits and Drawbacks of
Legal Framework Governing Juvenile Justice
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Abstract

India is home to the largest child population in the world. Children have
been declared as the “nation’s supremely asset” in the national policy for
children 19741. Every child has the inalienable human right to life, nutrition,
health , education , development , protection and participation. A safe, secure
and protective environment is a precondition for ensuring the fulfilment of all
other rights of the child. Children are entitled to protection across all
geographies. A country is anticipated to promote child- sensitive justice
system, enact forward thinking legislation, and establish proactive and
responsive measures to ensure a child protection.

The regulatory structure confronting juvenile justice mechanism in India are
the legal principles  that recognizes  children as distinct class requiring
protection, rehabilitation, and successful transition back into the society.
Though India’s system of criminal justice primarily follows the retributive justice
paradigm and predominantly emphasizes the punishment of offenders, however,
this is not the case for children accused of offences or vulnerable children
requiring safeguarding measures, support and protection. The statutory intent
embedded in the Act known as the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of
Children) Act, 2015 or the Act of 2015, as laid down in its preamble is to provide
for the protection, care, development and re-integration of children guided by the
principle of the best interest of the child2 .

However, the challenges persist, especially in dealing with heinous crimes,
infrastructure deficiencies, and inconsistent application of restorative justice
principles.

This paper explores the potential benefits and drawbacks of India’s JJ Act,
2015 supported by case law, statutory analysis, and scholarly literature.

Keywords : Juvenile Justice, Rehabilitation, Heinous Offenses,
Restorative Justice, Juvenile Justice Board, India
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1. Introduction

Since the beginning of human civilization, crime has remained a perplexing
issue. There is hardly any society without facing the issue of crime. Further,
crime is a subjective concept and closely related to social policy of a given time.
What is crime today may become a permissible conduct tomorrow and vice-
versa. Also, what is considered wrongful at one place might not necessarily be
regarded as such in another.

The existence of crime within society is challenging due to its harmful
effects, yet it can also be beneficial as it prompts people to come together and
take a stand against it. Crime disrupts individuals and relationships, creating an
obligation to restore justice.

It is all the more important when crime is committed by children. Children
involved in criminal activities represent a vulnerable segment of society. Off late,
Juveniles are entering the justice system at exceptional rates. Nearly 30,555
juveniles have committed crime in the year 2022 in India3, calling for a social
justice movement. As on date, The JJ Act, of 2015 is the enactment that
governs handling of young  offenders in India, driven by the principle of the child’s
best interest. This framework seems to draws inspiration from international
conventions like the UNCRC (United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child), to which India became a signatory in 1992, committing to treat every
child with dignity and recognizing their potential for reformation.4

While the system has evolved over the decades—from the Apprentices
Act, 1850, Children Acts, 1920, Juvenile Justice Act, 1986 to the current 2015
version—its implementation continues to raise concerns about balancing the
rehabilitative needs of children with societal demands for justice, especially in
heinous crime cases committed by children.

2. Legislative evolution  of the juvenile justice laws in India

In India,  the legal stance on juvenile justice has undergone a considerable
shifts in recent times. It began with the Apprentices Act, which came into effect
in 1850, marked an early step toward specialized approach to addressing
children involved in legal conflicts. It introduced a mechanism requiring the
homeless children and those under the age of 15 who had committed petty
offences as apprentices, rather than subjecting them to imprisonment.  This
was succeeded by the enactment of the Reformatory Schools Act, which
allowed the children under the age of 15 to be placed in Reformatory Schools
instead of prison, provided they were deemed suitable for rehabilitation. The
Children Acts of 1920 further advanced this progressive approach by
institutionalizing differentiation of juveniles from adult offenders at the
adjudication stage, resulting in the creation of separate courts for juveniles, thus
laying the groundwork for a more child-centric justice system. Since
independence in 1947, Parliament enacted its first legal framework concerning
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this matter namely, The Children Act, 1960 which has some differences from
its pre-1960 legislation. It was not until 1983 that journalist Ms.Sheela Barse
filed a writ Petition before the Hon’ble Supreme Court, seeking the release of
1,400 children who were being held in various jails across India, despite existing
prohibition against the detention of juveniles in police stations or prisons.
Through an order, the Hon’ble Supreme Court directed the enactment of a
consistent legal framework to be followed nationwide5. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India stressed the relevance of  the importance of reformation and re-
integration over punishment, a child friendly judicial system & separation of
juveniles from adult criminals. This ruling became the foundational judgment
laying the need that children must be protected from harsh prison environments
that could exacerbate criminal tendencies. This judgment influenced the
progression of juvenile justice jurisprudence.

Pursuant thereto, the Act of Juvenile Justice of 1986 was passed. It
substantially followed the framework set by the Children Act, 1960 but
substituted the word “child” with “juvenile” influenced by the Beijing Rules. It also
established Juvenile Court. In 1992, when India endorsed and formally accepted
the United Nations’ charter on children’s rights, the Juvenile Justice Act (JJ Act),
1986 was revoked and supplanted by the JJ Care & Protection of Children Act,
2000. This new legislation established the JJ Board to handle issues involving
juvenile delinquents. The JJB was formed comprising of a Magistrate and Social
Workers (2 numbers) representing  a pivotal development from legal to social
orientation of the judicial body and upon occurrence of difference of opinion, the
Social Workers shall possess the power to supersede rulings rendered by
magistrate. Ongoing monitoring of challenges encountered while executing the
Juvenile Justice Act of 2000(JJ Act,2000)prompted major and extensive
revisions of the said Act in 2006. Subsequently, in 2011, the Juvenile Justice
(care & protection of children) amendment Act, 2011, was introduced to
promote practices inclusive and equitable practices for children affected by
disabilities such as Tuberculosis, mental disorder etc.

Numerous writs were filed in response to serious violations, child abuse,
and the ineffective enforcement of the J.J. Act. These litigations led to various
orders from the Hon’ble Supreme Court intended to strengthen the
implementation and execution of the Act. However, substantial change
remained limited. Significant improvements were needed in the level of care
provided in Special and Observational Homes, including the provision of
adequate and trained staff, enhancement of infrastructure, specialized care for
children with special needs, vocational trainings, and a stronger emphasis on
non-institutional care.

All these laws were gradually expanding the scope to protect more children
under the Juvenile Justice. However, after the tragic gang rape of young woman,
referred to a Nirbhaya by the media, ignited intense debates across the nation.
As a result, a new enactment known as the Juvenile Justice (Care & Protection
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of children Act), 2015(JJ Act, 2015) came into effect on January 15th, 2016.

3. Potential Benefits of the Juvenile Justice (Care & Protection of
Children) Act, 2015

3.1 Rehabilitative and Reformative Focus

The core philosophy of  the Act  continues to be rehabilitative rather than
retributive. The Act of 2015 has expanded the notion  of care & protection by
explicitly addressing not only juvenile offenders or children facing legal
proceedings but also those in vulnerable circumstances requiring protective
services, but also by emphasizing their development and community re-
integration, alongside provisions for their care, protection and rehabilitation6.
The Act emphasis the protection, care development, well being of juveniles
facing legal issues in addition to those requiring special assistance and
guidance. It provides avenues such as counselling, skill development,
education, and community service aimed at reintegration.

3.2 Needs and rights of the child as the basis of the Juvenile Justice (Care &
Protection of Children) Act, 2015

The Act centre’s its provisions and procedures around the principle of
serving best interests of a child at every stage. To adopt principles consistent
with globally accepted frameworks for child protection such as United Nations’
charter on children’s rights, the Act, 2015, retained the same age (all children
who have not completed the age of 18 years) and definition of ‘child’ as
introduced by JJ Act 2000 and moved towards a consistent terminology away
from the earlier dual terminology of ‘child’ and ‘juvenile’. The Act also
incorporates principles drawn from internationally accepted norms such as the
“Beijing Rules” concerning the juvenile justice and  handling  of the young
persons deprived of their liberty7.

3.3 Procedural Safeguards and Specialized Forums

The Act of 2015 mandates the formation of the Juvenile Justice Board
(JJB), composed of a judicial magistrate and social workers, to adjudicate
cases involving juveniles facing allegations of an offence.8 This ensures child-
friendly, non-adversarial proceedings, protecting juveniles from the trauma of
traditional criminal trials.

Additionally, the Act calls for the formation of a “Child Welfare Committee”
or CWC trusted with the responsibility of overseeing all cases involving children
needing care & protection.

The Act of 2015, categorizes the violations or unlawful acts by children into
three distinct types: petty offence, serious offence and heinous offence. The JJB
or Juvenile Justice Board as it is known as retains exclusive authority to handle
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all alleged legal breaches by minors who are under the age of sixteen (16) years
and those aged 16 to 18 years in cases of petty and serious offences. However,
in instances where a minor in the 16-18 age group is accused of committing a
heinous offence-defined as an offence punishable with imprisonment of seven
years or more9, the juvenile justice board is required to conduct a preliminary
assessment. Founded on the assessment, the Board must decide whether to
retain the matter within the juvenile justice framework or transfer it to Children’s
Court, which may be either set up under the Child Rights Act, 2005, or a Special
Court under POCSO also known as  the Protection of Children from Sexual
offences Act, 2012, or a Sessions Court. Upon receiving the case, the
Children’s Court is mandated to undertake its own assessment to determine
how the minor to be tried whether as a juvenile or as an adult.

The Act therefore provides procedural safeguards so that, even when tried
as adults, juveniles are treated distinctly and with due regard for their potential
for reform.

In Pratap Singh v. State of Jharkhand,10, the Apex Court highlighted the
importance of ascertaining a juvenile’s age and mental maturity is critical before
proceeding with adult trial considerations.

Upon receiving the case, the Children’s Court does not automatically
proceed with an adult trial. Instead, it does:
 Review the preliminary assessment
 Apply its judicial mind
 Decide either to:

 Try the juvenile as an adult, or
 Refer the juvenile back for trial as a child11

In Court on its own Motion v. State, the Delhi High Court emphasized the
requirement of a detailed assessment before subjecting a juvenile to an adult
trial, keeping in mind the United Nations’ charter, which is a widely accepted
international child rights framework.12

The Act of 2015, explicitly bars the conduct of a joint trial involving a child
and an adult under any circumstances. It further provides for the removal of
disqualifications resulting from conviction for any offence, applicable to all
children whose cases are conclusively decided by the juvenile justice board,
including those who are dealt with by Children’s Court. However, this relief is not
extended to children aged 16 to 18 years who are found guilty of committing
heinous offences and are tried as adults. Even upon reaching 21years of age,
such individuals may be denied the advantage of disqualification removal,
despite a finding by the court that they have reformed and have been released
from the lace of safety.

3.4 Prohibition of Harsh Punishments

Where the Children’s Court adjudicate to proceed with an adult trial,
consistent with international standards, the following must be followed:
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 Trial proceeds in accordance with the CrPC, but child-sensitive procedures
are mandatory13.

 The imposition of capital punishment or sentences that excludes the
option of release cannot be imposed.14

 The child’s identity is kept confidential (Section 74 of JJ Act).
The High Court at Allahabad in Ali Sher v. State of U.P. emphasized that

protection and reformation remain paramount even during an adult trial of a
juvenile.15

The Court also reviews progress at 21 years to evaluate the final outcome.

3.5 Right to Appeal

The Act of 2015, grants the legal right to file a single appeal against any
decision made by the JJB also known as Juvenile Justice Board or the
Children’s Court. The right is available to children aged 16 to 18 accused of
committing heinous offences, as well as to any other individual aggrieved by
such orders. This marks a substantial move from the JJ Act of 2000 ,  which
did not permit an appeal in such cases.

3.6 Scope for Restorative Justice Principles

Although not explicitly codified, the Act provides the footing for restorative
justice through provisions allowing the juvenile to express remorse, participate
in community service, participate in group counselling, and compensate
victims.16 Scholars argue that these elements create opportunities for victim-
offender mediation, a hallmark of restorative justice models.17

4. Drawbacks and Challenges

4.1 Heinous Offenses and Adult Trials

A highly debated aspect of the Act of 2015 is its provision enabling children
who are within the age bracket of 16 and 18 years of age to be prosecuted as
an adult in matters concerning heinous offences.18

This provision, introduced as a retort to the 2012 Nirbhaya gang rape, has
been criticized for diluting the rehabilitative intent of the juvenile legal system by
subjecting children to face prosecution under adult criminal justice system or
trials.19  The child offender in that matter was sent to a reformation home,
sparking public outrage and leading to this amendment.20

Critics argue that such a shift ignores socio-economic factors contributing
to juvenile crime and increases the danger of further criminalization.21

4.2 Classification of Offences

The  categorization of offences (petty, serious and heinous) has led to
major challenges in comprehending and enforcing the provisions.22 By using the
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term “includes”, the definitions intend to be indicative rather than limitative of the
offences classified under each category.23 Moreover, it is a well settled doctrine
that criminal legislation must be interpreted in a strict and limited manner to
avoid broadening the liability attributed to the accused. Accordingly, in
interpreting  the meaning of petty offence, serious offence and heinous offence,
only those offences that align with the qualifying phrases contained within the
definition of petty and heinous offences should be considered under those
categories. In particular, given that the term ‘maximum’ is used in defining the
petty offence, it would be reasonable to treat any offence punishable by up to
three years of imprisonment as falling within the petty offence category.

The statutory definition of serious offence encompasses those punishable
with imprisonment for a term up-to seven years. Consequently, offences
carrying punishment of more than seven years do not fall within this category.
At the same time, such offences may also not qualify as ‘heinous offences’
since, under the Act, a heinous offence is one that carries a minimum of seven
years or more. This creates a significant gap in classification, which calls for
clarification through judicial interpretation. Notably, the centre for child and the
law at the NLS university of India has compiled a list of heinous offences, limiting
it to those offences that mandate a minimum imprisonment of seven years term
or above.24

Moreover, the offences with a minimum punishment of three years and less
than seven years are also to be treated as serious offences, given that their
maximum prescribed sentence surpasses three years.

Furthermore, the offences carrying a minimum term of  imprisonment
ranging from three to less than seven years may also be considered as serious,
as the maximum penalty in such instances  goes beyond three years.25

4.3 Infrastructural Deficiencies

Reports by the apex body for child rights in India, referred to as the “
National Commission for Protection of Child Rights” also known as NCPCR,
reveal that many observation homes suffer from poor infrastructure, lack of
proper sanitation, overcrowding, and inadequate facilities.26

In Sampurna Behura v. Union of India,27 the Hon’ble Supreme Court noted
severe administrative lapses in juvenile homes and directed states to ensure
better monitoring, compliance, and resource allocation.

4.4 Over-Reliance on Institutionalization

While the Act encourages non-institutional care, the ground reality reflects
an over-dependence on institutionalization. This tendency often results in long-
term confinement, which may adversely affect the child’s psychological
development and cause further deviance.28

Moreover, limited family and community involvement reduce the chances
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of successful reintegration, creating an institutional cycle that is difficult to
break.

4.5 Inconsistent Implementation Across States

The functioning of JJBs and the child welfare committees (CWCs) varies
significantly across India. According to a 2021 report by  the centre for child and
the law, [CCL], NLSIU, several states face shortages of trained personnel,
leading to delayed hearings and poor rehabilitation outcomes.29

This inconsistency undermines the uniform application of juvenile justice
and often results in prolonged legal battles that are detrimental to the child’s
welfare.

4.6 Limited Integration of Restorative Justice

Despite the mention of rehabilitative measures, the current Indian Juvenile
Justice system lacks formal restorative justice programs such as Family Group
Conferencing or Victim-Offender Mediation—common in countries like New
Zealand and Canada.30

This absence limits opportunities for healing, restitution, and community
engagement in the justice process, perpetuating a largely punitive framework.

5. Conclusion and Recommendations

India’s Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015 on one
hand reflects progressive ideals aimed at reforming and rehabilitating children
accused of legal violations and alleged to have committed an offence but on the
flip side, it seems a considerable departure from the progressive and future-
oriented juvenile justice framework. By providing the use of prisons in certain
circumstances, it has taken India back. Further classification of offences into
petty offence, serious offence or heinous offence, along with corresponding
prison terms, is unprecedented. This development has allowed for the trial of
certain children as adults, which contradicts the fundamental goals of the Act.
Such a shift in approach has introduced the potential for certain children to be
prosecuted as adults, which fundamentally undermines the objectives of the Act
of 2015 — particularly its emphasis on rehabilitation, and social reintegration of
children31 — as well as the legal presumption of innocence afforded to all
persons below 18 years of age. Therefore, practical challenges and conflicting
provisions threaten its foundational objectives.

Key Recommendations :

 Reassess Heinous Offense Provisions : Reconsider treating
juveniles as adults and explore more nuanced assessment
frameworks that consider broader context of a young person’s
behaviour. While restorative justice models have shown promising
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results internationally, including in cases involving grave crimes
such as murder, rape by adults, often contributing to a reduction in
reoffending rates, India chose to take most regressive steps of
introducing retributive approach for young children.32

 Strengthen Infrastructure : Ensure observation homes are
adequately staffed and equipped with trained psychologists,
counsellors, and social workers.

 Formalize Restorative Justice Programs : Introduce structured
restorative justice mechanisms like victim-offender dialogues and
community conferencing.

 Uniform Implementation : Standardize training and functioning of
JJBs and CWCs across states to ensure equitable justice.

A truly rehabilitative juvenile justice system must strike a balance between
accountability and compassion, recognizing the unique potential for reform that
children inherently possess.

While the Juvenile Justice Act, 2015 provides for trial of juveniles as adults
in exceptional heinous cases, the procedural safeguards reflect India’s
commitment to balancing societal demand for justice with the constitutional and
international mandate of juvenile reform and rehabilitation.


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