
www.ijcrt.org                                              ©  2021 IJCRT | Volume 9, Issue 12 December 2021 | ISSN: 2320-2882 

IJCRT2112239 International Journal of Creative Research Thoughts (IJCRT) www.ijcrt.org c327 
 

LEGITIMACY OF THE JUDICIAL ACTIVISM 

WITH SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO CASES: A 

CRITICAL ANALYSIS 
 

NAME - DEEPALI YADAV , ASSISTANT PROFESSOR ,SRI RAMSWAROOP MEMORIAL 

UNIVERSITY ,LUCKNOW 

 ABSTRACT 

The research paper aims to The objective is to analyze the historical framework so as to come to the conclusion that from where 

the seeds were laid to give power to Judiciary to activate Judicial activism and what were the basis of the events which started the 

chain of Judicial activism so as to test the legitimacy of the Judicial Activism .  The research paper would through study of case 

laws would try to identify the role played by the courts in contributing to the needs of the society by judicial activism as well as at 

the same time taking caution by   staying within the limits . The objective is also o study the International framework so as to 

draw a comparative sketch of the legitimacy of the judicial activism and to find out that the scenario of the permissibility of the 

judicial activism in US and U.K where parliamentary sovereign is considered supreme principles. The objective is also through 

the study of the cases at the national regime to draw out the boundaries of the permissibility of the judicial activism. 

The research paper would also involve in the manner the ambiguous use of the activism provisions is made by the Indian 

Judiciary, and would try to identify the check on the limits of the power of the judiciary so that they don’t overreach and enter 

into the dimension of the other branches of the government. 
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1. INTRODUCTION:- 

“The constitution ,is a mere thing of wax in the hands of Judiciary, which they may twist and shape in any form they 

please”                                                               

                                                                                                       –Thomas Jefferson 

 

The Government of India today is partitioned into the Judiciary, Executive And Legislature. The powers and 

obligations of each are additionally conveniently characterized by the Constitution. Be that as it may, The parcel of 

the blessed trinity of the public authority isn't characterized as such in the Constitution. Albeit the reasonable partition 

isn't accommodated, there is an unmistakable separation in the capacities endorsed by the Constitution with t he end 

goal that there is no cross-over. The Absence Of Any Provides For The Creation Of Three Branches Of Government.  

In these capacities recorded by the Constitution, two out of the three gave up on the most elevated level of the legal 

executive In the country (The Supreme Court, In Today's Age) include being the mediator of the Constitution and the 

defender of the key privileges of residents. Thusly, it has been obediently given upon the high court (and the high 

court) to audit the activities of the chief and council so they don't fall outside the limit set by the Constitution. This is 
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the establishment whereupon the Judiciary can partake in activism. Such showings ought not to be outside the domain 

of the Constitution.1 

 

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS:- 

 

The research paper would take into account various primary and secondary literature to study the topic of the research paper and 

the research paper would follow the doctrinal research methodology thereby studying the existing literature to come to the build-

up of the effective analysis on the above-mentioned taken topic .  

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION:- 

 

3A. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND:- 

Talking at a new discussion, Judge Frank Easterbrook opened with an apparently protected sentence: "Everybody hates legal 

activism, that famously tricky term." Yet even this perception can't go unfit. It's fair to say that legal activism is without a doubt 

tricky. Yet, a few researchers, including something like one sitting Supreme Court Justice, have recommended that in certain 

unique situations, it isn't dependably something awful. This is the issue: one can hardly mention an objective fact about legal 

activism today without annexing definitions, stipulations, and capabilities2 

 

3AA. EARLY HISTORY OF THE TERM "JUDICIAL ACTIVISM"  

AAA. IN SEARCH OF THE EARLIEST USE:- 

The possibility of judicial activism has been around far longer than the term. Before the 20th century, lawful researchers got down 

to business over the idea of legal enactment, that is, passes judgment on making positive law. Where Blackstone inclined toward 

legal enactment as the most grounded normal for the custom-based law, Bentham respected this is a usurpation of the 

administrative capacity and an act or 'hopeless misconception. 

AB. FIRST RECORDED USE: ARTHUR SCHLESINGER IN FORTUNE MAGAZINE 

One may anticipate that the expression "judicial activism" first showed up in a regarded judge's dispute, or in a fundamental law 

review article. This doesn't give off an impression of being the situation. Rather, to some degree fittingly, the main utilization of 

the term to draw in generous consideration from general society happened in a famous magazine, in an article implied for an 

overall crowd composed by a non-legal counselor. Arthur Schlesinger Jr. presented the expression "judicial activism" to the 

general population in a Fortune magazine article in January 1947. 3 

3B.CONCEPT OF JUDICIAL ACTIVISM :- 

A. STRIKING DOWN ARGUABLY CONSTITUTIONAL ACTIONS OF OTHER BRANCHES:- 

 

Legitimate scholastics regularly depict legal nullification of authoritative authorization as "judicial activism." As one researcher 

has stated, "At the broadest level, judicial  activism is any event where a court mediates and strikes down a piece of properly 

instituted enactment. Cass Sunstein seems to have embraced this view, writing a publication in the New York Times that cases,  

Conservative courts that embrace legal activism will be similarly prone to strike down enactment that has gotten bipartisan 

endorsement as enactment upheld by dissidents. He upholds this affirmation by pointing Court-watchers frequently do, to the 

                                                             
1  Yash Budhwar , “Judicial activism: Permitted by the Constitution or not? Available at https://qrius.com/judicial-activism-

permitted-constitution-not/, Accessed on 28. 6.2021 , 6:00P.M. 

2 Ezra R. Thayer, Judicial Legislation: Its Legitimate Function in the Growth of the Common Law, 5 HARV. L. REV. 172 (1891) 

 
3 A.S. Anand, “ JUDICIAL REVIEW  JUDICIAL ACTIVISM  NEED FOR CAUTION ”, Journal of the Indian Law Institute , 

April-December 2000, Vol. 42, No. 2/4, Constitutional Law Special Issue (April-December 2000), pp. 149-159 Published by: 

Indian Law Institute , Available at http://www.jstor.com Accessed on 29.6.2020.6:00PM 
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quantity of state and government laws the Court has as of late negated. Negation alone, in any case, uncovers minimal with 

regards to the legitimacy of individual choices.4 

3C. CONCEPT OF LEGITIMACY:- 

 The pragmatist school of law detonated the fantasy that the judges only pronounced the prior law or deciphered it and declared 

that the adjudicators made the law. It expressed that the law was what the Courts said it was. This is known as lawful wariness 

and was actually a response to Austin's meaning of law as an order of the political sovereign. The American pragmatist school of 

law affirmed that the appointed authorities made law. Jerome Frank, Justice Holmes, Cardozo, and Llewellyn were the main 

examples of this school. 

3D. INTERNATIONAL PERSEPCTIVE :- 

A JUDICIAL ACTIVISM IN UNITED STATES:- 

Inside twenty years of the republic's commencement, about 200 years prior, the Supreme Court of the United States arose as 

an amazing political entertainer. During the 1950s and 1960s, in any case, the Court intensely embraced another mission that 

brought about legal approach making of phenomenal degree and effect. The Court and its disputable approaches incited a 

political backfire that added to five triumphs for the Republican Party in the following six official decisions. 

ABORTION: 

In 1973, the Court's choice in Roe v. Wade overturned laws limiting or forbidding early termination of pregnancy in each of 

the fifty states. The judges devised a "right to protection" from the Fourteenth Amendment, which was embraced in 1868 to 

guarantee liberated slaves partook in the freedoms, all things considered. The Fourteenth Amendment didn't have anything to 

do with abortion. 

 

 

3E.JUDICIAL ACTIVISM IN UK :- 

'Judicial activism is a term that sits awkwardly with English protected hypothesis, political culture, and with the actual 

adjudicators. However, it is currently applied routinely to the conduct of English adjudicators. John Griffith alludes to a time of 

Judicial activism or mediation which started in the mid-1960s and has been becoming stronger from that point forward. While 

talking about the developing law of public obligations A. J. Harding focused on the significance of 'the breezes of the new 

Judicial activism. Indeed, even a senior British appointed authority offered the accompanying evaluation in 1985: 'Today it is 

maybe ordinary to see that because of a progression of judicial decisions since around 1950 there has been an emotional and 

without a doubt, an extreme change That change has been depicted in no way, shape or form fundamentally as an upsurge of 

Judicial activism 

3F. NATIONAL PERSPECTIVE:- 

A.PROVISIONS OF ACTIVISM BY THE CONSTITUTION:- 

 

Judicial Review is the cycle by which the judiciary can survey the legitimacy of laws passed by the assembly. To the extent that 

India is worried, as for the central privileges, Article 13 of the Constitution gives something similar. As for the remainder of the 

Constitutional arrangements, Articles 32 and 226 verifiably meet something similar to the Supreme Court and High Courts under 

the five writ wards. The principal writ is that of Habeas corpus (to deliver an individual who has been confined unlawfully 

whether in jail or in private custody).5 

 

B.AMBIGUOUS USE OF ACTIVISM PROCEDURES:- 

 

Considering that a PIl was intended to defend the arrangements of fundamental rights and to convey equity to the whole populace, 

its utilization can be in this manner boundless. Later the acknowledgment of privileges, for example, the option to free 

rudimentary schooling, the disposal of air and water contamination, etc since the rehashing of the Constitutionally given key 

privileges. In 1979, the Supreme Court has been dynamic in affecting various everyday parts of the existence of Indian residents. 

                                                             
4 John Griffith, “The Politics of the Judiciary ”3rd edn; London: Fontana, 1985, Page 230. Available at http://www.jstor.com 

Accessed on 29.6.2020.6:00PM 

 
5 Kenneth M. Holland, “Judicial Activism in Comparative Perspective, 2020 Springer Nature Switzerland AG. , Available at 

http://www.jstor.com Accessed on 29.6.2020.6:00PM 
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An Example when ordered the running of CNG just open vehicles. In Delhi given the deteriorating air contamination 

circumstance of the city.6 

C. JUDICIAL ACTIVISM – AN ACT OF SELF-LEGITIMIZATION:- 

From Gopalan to Shivkant Shukla, the dissidents had not accepted its thoughtful thought. The lawful positivism demeanour of the 

court had helped the political establishment against the dissidents and smother their privileges. Further, the courts had understood 

that high open regard itself would empower itself to endure the bigotry of domineering chief. The liberal and expansive 

understanding of Articles 14 and 21 lead to a fundamental standard of legal interaction so as to make it more open and 

participatory. It was an endeavour to renovate the picture of the court which was discoloured by a couple of crisis decisions.  

Judge Frank Easterbrook opened with an apparently protected sentence; each one hates judicial activism, that famously tricky 

term. 

3G. LEGITIMACY OF JUDICIAL ACTIVISM IN INDIA  :- 

The Supreme Court of India turned into the most remarkable peak court on the planet. In contrast to the US Supreme Court or the 

House of Lords in England or the most elevated courts in Canada or Australia, the Supreme. Court of India can survey even a 

sacred revision and strike it down on the off chance that it sabotages the fundamental construction of the Constitution.7 It can 

choose the legitimateness of the activity of the President of India under Article 356 of the Constitution by which a state 

government is excused. 

When, nonetheless, the Court sets down rules for between country reception, against lewd behaviour of working ladies at the 

workplace8, or for the abrogation of youngster work, it isn't legal law-production in the pragmatist sense yet sums to enacting like 

a lawmaking body. From a severe perspective, these are occasions of legal abundance that go against the convention of the 

detachment of abilities. The precept of partition of abilities imagines that the governing body should make law, the chief ought to 

execute it, and the legal executive should resolve debates as per the current law. Truly such a watertight partition exists no place 

and is unreasonable. 

Conceding this multitude of viewpoints, it is recognized that legal activism is invited not just by people and social activists who 

take response to-it yet in addition by legislatures, ideological groups, government employees, constitutional specialists Such as 

the President, the Election Commission, the National Human Rights Commission, legal specialists including the councils, 

commissions, or administrative bodies, and other political players. None among the political players have challenged legal 

interruption into issues that basically had a place with the executive. 

3H.THE RETURN OF INDIRA GANDHI AND THE BEGINNING OF JUDICIAL ACTIVISM:- 

 

The Supreme Court began its activism in 1978 and when the Gandhi government returned to drive, the court had struck 

roots among individuals. The Court had fired taking up bludgeons for the benefit of under trial detainees9, jail 

prisoners," blamed crooks (right to bail, right to lawful guide), and other impeded segments. During the Gandhi 

government's residency, the Court extended its compass to sloppy labour10 and in 1982 moved the public authority's 

endeavour to move judges or select adjudicators on ulterior contemplations. The Judges case11 was an unmistakable 

revelation by the Court that it would take up issues of administration like freedom of the legal executive and revaluate 

the current laws in order to force controls on the force of the public authority. The Judges case was huge not just for 

changing the standard of locus standi yet in addition for outlining the public authority's advantage to keep exposure of 

reports. 

In Bandhua Mukti Morcha v. Bihar 12, the Court guaranteed the option to supervise the execution of an enactment that 

looked to nullify "reinforced work, a training completely illegal by the Constitution 13that had to endure due to inaction 

with respect to the Parliament and the government. It is intriguing that during an emergency, the Court had begun its 

activism on issues, for example, lawful guide and abrogation of reinforced work, which was important for the twenty-

point program of the  emergency regime 

 

 

 

 

                                                             
6 Supriyo Ranjan , “JUDICIAL ACTIVISM –IS IT JUSTIFIED?,  Available at www. Manupatra com Accessed on 28. 6.2020 , 

6:00P.M. 
7 Kesavananda Bharati v. Kerala AIR 1973 SC 1460. 
8 Vishaka v. Rajasthan (1997) 6SCC 241 : AIR 1997 SC 3011 
9 Hussainara Khatoon v. Bihar AIR 1979 SC 1360: (1980) I SCC 81 
10 PUDR v. India AIR 1982 SC 1473 
11 S.P Gupta v. President of India AIR 1982 SC 149: (1981) Supp. SCC 87. 
12 AIR 1984 SC 802: (1984) 3 SCC 161 
13 Article 23 
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3I. SHAH BANO DECISION:- 

Indeed, even with a steady, two-thirds majority in the Lok Sabha, be that as it may, the Rajiv Gandhi government stayed shaky. 

Its instability was manifested in its rush to change the Muslim individual law to assuage fundamentalist Muslim segments that had 

been rankled by the Supreme Court's choice in the Shah Bano case14. Shah Bano, a Muslim lady, had been separated from her 

better half. She recorded suit for support under Section 125 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. 

 

3J.CONCLUDING OBSERVATION :- 

Judicial activism isn't a deviation. It is a fundamental part of the elements of an established court. It is a counter-majoritarian that 

keeps an eye on popular government. Judicial activism, be that as it may, doesn't mean administration by the legal executive. It 

additionally should work inside the restrictions of the legal process. Inside those cutoff points, it fills the role of legit imizing or, 

all the more once in a while, defames the activities of different organs of government. 

The judiciary is the most fragile organ of the State. It becomes solid just when individuals rest confidence in it. Such confidence 

of individuals establishes the authenticity of the Court and of legal activism. Courts need to continuously endeavour to support 

their authenticity. They don't need to bow to public strain, rather they need to stand firm against any tension. What sustains 

authenticity of legal activism isn't its accommodation to populism yet its ability to endure such tension without forfeiting 

unprejudiced nature and objectivity. Courts should not exclusively be reasonable; they should have all the earmarks of being 

reasonable. Such awkward and diffused agreement about the unprejudiced nature and integrity of the legal executive is the 

wellspring of the Court's authenticity.15 
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