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THE VOYAGE OF THE INDIAN CONSTITUTION: IDEAS, ISSUES,

INSTITUTIONS AND IMPACT

BY PryUsH KUSHWAHA!

ABSTRACT

This talk aims to present an overview on the Indian Constitution. Over the years, the
Constitution has proven to be flexible and responsive to India’s changing needs. It has
guided the nation through challenges like poverty, social inequality, illiteracy and
deep cultural diversity. Today, the challenges facing the country include ensuring that
principles like gender equality are not just written in law but actively practiced in all
areas of public and private life. There is also a growing need to deepen democracy by
making institutions more accessible, participatory and inclusive. The increasing
presence of women and marginalized groups in leadership roles is a sign of progress
and reflects the broader trust that people place in the constitutional framework. A
remarkable strength of the Constitution is its design of power sharing between the
Union and the States. This balance allows flexibility in governance and provides space
for regional diversity to flourish within a national framework. It ensures that laws can
be shaped according to the unique needs of different parts of the country without

compromising unity.

The Indian Constitution is not just a legal document it is a guiding force that continues
to inspire confidence in times of change or crisis. Its moral vision what many refer to
as constitutional morality urges public institutions to act with fairness, accountability
and respect for rights. At the same time debates such as centralization versus
decentralization remain active showing that the Constitution is part of a living
dialogue between state power and citizen needs. These tensions are signs of a healthy

democracy and a maturing constitutional order.

! The Author is a law student at Campus Law Centre, Faculty of Law, University of Delhi.
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INTRODUCTION

“Constitution is not a mere lawyers’ document it is a vehicle of Life and its spirit is always the

spirit of Age.””

- Dr. B.R. Ambedkar.

The term "Constitution" traces its roots to the French language where it broadly denotes order,
structure or regulation. In modern governance a constitution serves as the highest legal authority
within a country. It outlines the foundational principles that govern the state defines the powers
and responsibilities of various institutions and guarantees certain rights and freedoms to its
citizens. More than just a legal code it acts as a roadmap for a nation’s political and social

development.

In the aftermath of independence, India faced the enormous challenge of crafting a governance
model that would reflect the aspirations of its people while addressing the complexities of a newly
liberated diverse society. The leaders of the freedom movement particularly the framers of the
Constitution envisioned a framework that would uphold democratic values ensure justice for all
and empower citizens through rights and participation. Their collective vision resulted in a
Constitution that has guided the country for more than seventy five years and remains the backbone

of India’s democratic success.

On 26 November 1949, the Constituent Assembly formally adopted the Constitution with the
historic declaration that “We, the People of India” give to ourselves this document. This day now
observed annually as Constitution Day is a moment to reflect on the values embedded in our
national framework. While it was previously marked as National Law Day it gained wider
recognition in 2015 during the 125th birth anniversary of Dr. B.R. Ambedkar one of the principal

architects of the Constitution.

India’s Constitution sets forth the vision of a sovereign, socialist, secular, democratic and republic.
It is built on the commitment to uphold justice social, economic, and political along with liberty,

equality, and fraternity. These ideals are not merely symbolic they shape the expectations of

2 B.R. Ambedkar, Speech on the Adoption of the Constitution, Constituent Assembly Debates, Vol. XI (25
November 1949).
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governance and citizenship. Dr. Ambedkar emphasized that the Constitution aimed to establish
not only political democracy but also to move toward economic democracy. He strongly believed
that whichever government is in power must work toward reducing economic inequality and

ensuring fairness in opportunity.

The document is designed to promote a balance between state authority and individual rights,
between tradition and progress. It declares India as a Union of States and rests on principles like
equality before the law, the rule of law and respect for human dignity. Importantly it remains
sensitive to the needs of disadvantaged communities ensuring that justice reaches even the most

vulnerable sections of society.

India’s choice of a parliamentary system was deliberate. Unlike a system where executive
accountability is tested only at fixed intervals the parliamentary model encourages continuous
oversight. Members of Parliament can question, debate and challenge the executive on a daily
basis. This feature strengthens democratic accountability and was seen by the framers as more
suitable for India’s context where responsiveness and inclusion were essential for building public

trust in governance.
CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY AND MAKING OF THE CONSTITUTION

The roots of India’s representative institutions go back well before the formal enforcement of the
Constitution on 26 January 1950. These developments were deeply tied to India’s struggle for
independence and the parallel push for responsible governance not only in British controlled

territories but also in the princely states.

One of the earliest legislative steps came with the Charter Act of 1853 which introduced a small
legislative council comprising 12 members. This was followed by the Indian Councils Acts of
1861, 1892 and 1909. Among these the 1861 Act is often viewed as a key milestone for introducing
legislative decentralization in India. The 1909 Act also known as the Morley Minto Reforms
allowed for limited elections and representation. However none of these laws gave real legislative

power to Indians as control largely remained in the hands of British authorities.

A more serious reform attempt came with the Government of India Act of 1919 influenced by the

Montagu Chelmsford Reforms. It introduced a bicameral legislature at the national level and



INDIAN JOURNAL OF LEGAL RESEARCH AND REVIEW (IJLRR) DOI: 10.5281/ZENODO.16792114

allowed provinces a limited form of self government. Despite this progress Indian leaders found
these reforms insufficient. They began demanding greater autonomy and a constitutional structure
shaped by Indians themselves. This growing sentiment was formally expressed through the
‘National Demand’ a resolution by the Central Legislative Assembly asking for a Constitution

made by and for Indians.

Mahatma Gandhi’s position on this was clear. In 1922, he stated that true self rule (Swaraj) would
not be a gift from the British but something affirmed by the will of India’s people and ratified only
as a formality by British authorities®. His view reflected the broader national mood constitutional

change had to reflect the people’s aspirations not colonial compromise.

The Government of India Act of 1935 marked another significant development. It aimed to create
a federal structure and offered greater autonomy to provinces. However since the key provisions
related to the federal setup were never implemented and the Indian public had no role in drafting

the law it fell short of expectations. It remained a colonial law not a democratic charter.

The Quit India Movement of 1942 accelerated the demand for independence. As the British
prepared to leave efforts were made to set up a framework for post colonial governance. The
Cabinet Mission which arrived in India in March 1946 proposed the creation of a Constituent
Assembly. Their plan included how seats would be distributed among provinces and communities

and how members would be chosen by elected representatives of the existing legislatures.

In July 1946, the Constituent Assembly elections were held. The Indian Independence Act of 1947
passed by the British Parliament officially gave this Assembly full authority to draft India’s
Constitution without any external approval. From that moment the Assembly operated as a

sovereign body. It had the power to override even the British law that had created it.

On 29 August 1947, the Assembly formed a Drafting Committee chaired by Dr. B.R. Ambedkar,
to prepare the actual text of the Constitution. The process took nearly three years. On 26 November
1949 the Constitution was formally adopted and 284 members signed the final document. The
original text included a Preamble, 395 Articles and 8 Schedules. Some provisions especially those

related to elections, citizenship and the transitional government came into force immediately. The

* Mahatma Gandhi, Young India, Jan. 1922 (unofficial collected writings).
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rest of the Constitution took effect on 26 January 1950 a date now celebrated as Republic Day.
With that the Constituent Assembly dissolved giving way to a Provisional Parliament which

functioned until India held its first general elections in 1952.
PHILOSOPHY OF THE CONSTITUTION

The Preamble of the Indian Constitution acts as a guiding light that captures the vision, purpose
and foundational values of the nation’s constitutional framework. It provides not only an
introduction to the Constitution but also sets out the ideals that India seeks to achieve through its
governance. One of the members of the Constituent Assembly once called the Preamble the very
soul of the Constitution a standard against which its meaning and spirit can be measured*. Indeed
it encapsulates the moral and political commitments that shape India’s identity as a democratic

republic.
The following are the ideals and objectives of our Constitution as delineated in the Preamble:

Sovereignty: The Constitution begins with the powerful phrase “We the People of India” which
signifies that sovereignty lies with the people. Every institution, office and authority in the country

derives its legitimacy from the will of its citizens not from any external force or inherited power.

Socialism: The commitment to socialism in the Preamble reflects India’s aim of building an
inclusive society. The Constitution envisions a welfare state where the government works actively
to reduce inequality, promote social justice and ensure that the wealth and resources of the nation
serve the collective good. Through policies like land reforms and worker protections the State has

sought to eliminate exploitation and bring dignity to every citizen.

Secularism: Secularism as enshrined in the Constitution ensures equal treatment for all religions.
The State neither promotes nor interferes with any particular religion. Citizens are free to practice,
profess and propagate their faiths without discrimination. The constitutional framework also

safeguards minority rights ensuring cultural and educational freedoms for all communities.

4 Constituent Assembly Debates, Vol. VII, at 494 (Gov’t of India, Nov. 15, 1948) (statement of Pandit Thakur Das
Bhargava).
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Democracy: The idea of democracy in India goes beyond electoral politics. It includes political,
social and economic participation by all. Elections at every level are based on universal adult
suffrage and the democratic structure ensures that the government remains accountable to the
people. Freedom of speech, expression and association are central to this vision making dissent

and debate part of the democratic fabric.

Republic: By declaring India a republic the Constitution confirms that the head of state is elected
and not born into office®. This affirms political equality and ensures that no special privileges are

given to any class or individual based on status or heredity.

Justice: The principle of justice whether social, economic or political is central to India’s
constitutional goals. The Constitution not only recognizes individual rights but also promotes the
welfare of historically disadvantaged communities. Provisions against untouchability, child labor

and exploitation reflect a commitment to creating a just and equal society.

Liberty: Liberty is another vital value promised by the Constitution. Citizens have the right to
think, believe, speak and worship freely. These freedoms are not unlimited but are protected so
long as they do not harm the peace or rights of others. Article 19 outlines the scope and reasonable

restrictions that balance freedom with responsibility.

Equality: Equality ensures that all individuals are treated with the same respect under the law. The
Constitution prohibits discrimination based on religion, caste, gender or place of birth. It
guarantees equal access to public places prohibits untouchability and affirms equal opportunities

for all.

Fraternity: The value of fraternity promotes a sense of brotherhood among the people of India. In
a country marked by deep cultural, linguistic and religious diversity the idea of national unity
depends on the spirit of mutual respect and cooperation. The Constitution supports this through

single citizenship and encourages every citizen to uphold harmony across communities.

Dignity of the Individual: The dignity of the individual is a key concern of the Constitution. Every

citizen regardless of background is entitled to live with dignity and equal rights. The State is

3 Constitution of India art. 52, 54.
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expected to create conditions through policies and laws that provide adequate livelihood, fair

working conditions and equal pay for equal work.

Unity and Integrity: Finally, the Constitution stresses unity and integrity as essential to nation
building. Citizens are expected to preserve the sovereignty and stability of the country by declaring
India a Union of States, the Constitution ensures that while states have autonomy they cannot
separate from the nation. This structure aims to prevent divisions caused by regionalism, casteism

or communalism and instead foster collective national progress.

EVOLUTION

FIRST PHASE

In Over the past 75 years, the Indian judiciary has undergone several transformations in its role,
interpretation of law and institutional conduct. In the formative decades following independence
the judiciary adopted a cautious and text based approach®. It focused primarily on interpreting the
Constitution within its literal framework and maintained a clear boundary from ideological

influences including those promoted by the government of the day.

During this initial phase, the courts functioned with restraint largely using the tool of judicial
review in a limited manner. Their primary concern appeared to be preserving the balance between
legislative authority and constitutional provisions without escalating friction between institutions.
One important feature of this period was the judiciary’s strong adherence to constitutional
language. The courts refrained from expansive interpretations or introducing abstract principles
into their rulings. For example in certain landmark cases dealing with property rights and
affirmative action the courts ruled strictly within the confines of the law as it existed at the time

even if it meant striking down progressive policies of the legislature.

In the case related to the abolition of zamindari the judiciary found it inconsistent with the
constitutional right to property. However rather than pushing the matter further through aggressive
review it stepped back once Parliament amended the Constitution to resolve the issue. Similarly in

another early judgment dealing with caste based reservations in education the court invalidated the

¢ A K. Gopalan v. State of Madras, 1950 SCR 88, 99 5-7 (illustrating the court’s early literal interpretation of
Article 21).



INDIAN JOURNAL OF LEGAL RESEARCH AND REVIEW (IJLRR) DOI: 10.5281/ZENODO.16792114

policy on grounds of inequality under Article 14 but did not challenge Parliament’s broader

authority to legislate on the matter.

This approach highlights the judiciary’s initial preference for institutional harmony over
confrontation. It accepted Parliament's supremacy in amending the Constitution even when those
amendments altered the outcomes of its judgments. In doing so the judiciary established its
credibility not through activism but through a disciplined commitment to legal interpretation. It

was a phase marked by judicial restraint, constitutional fidelity and respect for legislative intent.
SECOND PHASE

The second major phase in the evolution of India’s judiciary was marked by intense political
conflict and constitutional debate. This period began with the landmark Golak Nath’ case in which
the Supreme Court significantly expanded its interpretation of fundamental rights and took a
decisive stand against unchecked parliamentary authority. The court reexamined the 17th
Constitutional Amendment and through a majority opinion declared it invalid. In doing so it
overturned earlier precedents like the Shankari Prasad® and Sajjan Singh® cases where it had

previously refrained from limiting the Parliament’s power.

The essence of the Golak Nath judgment was that Parliament could not amend the Constitution in
a way that curtailed or diluted the fundamental rights of citizens. This marked a critical shift the
judiciary no longer accepted legislative supremacy without conditions. Instead it asserted that

constitutional amendments must also pass the test of protecting core individual rights.

In response Parliament enacted the 24th Constitutional Amendment explicitly affirming its
authority to amend any part of the Constitution including fundamental rights. This legislative move
triggered one of the most important legal battles in India’s constitutional history the Kesavananda
Bharati'® case. In this case, a 13 judge bench of the Supreme Court delivered a historic verdict. By
a narrow majority the court upheld Parliament’s power to amend the Constitution under Article
368 but introduced a critical limitation the "basic structure doctrine". According to this principle

while amendments were permitted they could not alter the fundamental framework or identity of

7 1.C. Golaknath v. State of Punjab, AIR 1967 SC 1643.

8 Shankari Prasad v. Union of India, 1951 SCR 89.

® Sajjan Singh v. State of Rajasthan, 1965 AIR 845.

10 Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala, AIR 1973 SC 1461.
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the Constitution. This included core features like the rule of law, judicial independence and the

supremacy of the Constitution itself.

The judgment was a turning point but it also sparked serious backlash from the executive. In an
unprecedented move the government bypassed three senior judges to appoint Justice A.N. Ray as
the Chief Justice of India an act seen by many as retaliation against the court’s growing
independence. The political atmosphere became more charged with the Raj Narain case which
questioned the legality of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi’s election victory. Following the
Allahabad High Court’s ruling invalidating her election the government declared a National
Emergency in June 1975. This phase saw a systematic weakening of democratic institutions and
the judiciary was no exception. The ADM Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla'! case became the defining
moment of this judicial surrender. In this case the Supreme Court controversially upheld the

suspension of fundamental rights including the right to life under Article 21 during the Emergency.

This ruling not only eroded public trust in the judiciary but also revealed how vulnerable the
institution had become to political pressure. Many legal scholars regard this as one of the lowest
points in the history of Indian constitutional democracy, where the judiciary failed to act as a

guardian of civil liberties during a time of crisis.
THIRD PHASE

Following the controversial ADM Jabalpur judgment during the Emergency India’s higher
judiciary underwent a phase of deep institutional introspection. Realizing the consequences of its
earlier deference to the executive the Supreme Court took conscious steps to rebuild its credibility
and reclaim its constitutional role as the protector of fundamental rights. Although the ADM
Jabalpur verdict remained on the books for several years the court informally distanced itself from
its reasoning soon after the Emergency ended. The Maneka Gandhi vs. Union of India'? case
marked a turning point, In this judgment the court redefined the scope of Article 21 stating that the
“right to life and personal liberty” was not limited to mere existence but included all aspects that

make life meaningful. This interpretation also introduced the concept that any legal procedure

' ADM Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla, AIR 1976 SC 1207.
12 Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India, AIR 1978 SC 597.
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affecting life or liberty must be just, fair and reasonable thus embedding due process within the

Indian constitutional framework.

This spirit of reform continued with a wave of judicial activism largely driven by the innovative
use of Public Interest Litigation (PIL). The courts moved away from the traditional requirement of
locus standi and allowed any concerned citizen to approach them on behalf of disadvantaged or
affected groups. In the landmark case of S.P. Gupta'3, the court expanded access to justice by
recognizing that even letters and informal petitions could be treated as writ petitions if they raised

issues of public concern.

This liberalized approach empowered individuals, civil society groups and legal activists to bring
a wide range of social, environmental and governance related issues before the courts. Cases
related to bonded labor, environmental pollution, gender justice, child rights and custodial violence
were now being heard not just on legal merit but also on humanitarian grounds. Through these
interventions, the court elevated Article 21 to cover broader rights such as the right to livelihood,
clean air, shelter, education and dignity. At the same time, the judiciary also moved to protect its
independence by asserting control over judicial appointments. Concerned about executive
overreach the Supreme Court gradually evolved a mechanism through a series of cases known
collectively as the "Three Judges Cases" that granted itself primacy in the appointment and transfer
of judges. This culminated in the collegium system where senior judges would collectively make

decisions on judicial appointments and elevations.

In 2015, the government attempted to replace the collegium with the National Judicial
Appointments Commission (NJAC) a new mechanism that included executive representation.
However, the Supreme Court struck down the NJAC as unconstitutional asserting that the
proposed body compromised judicial independence!*. This decision reflected the judiciary’s firm

stance against executive interference and reaffirmed its role as a coequal branch of government.

Through these developments, the post Emergency era saw the judiciary transition from passive

interpreter to active guardian of the Constitution. It not only expanded the scope of individual

13°S.P. Gupta v. Union of India, AIR 1982 SC 149.
14 Supreme Court Advocates on Record Assn. v. Union of India, (2016) 5 SCC 1.
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rights but also reinforced its institutional independence thereby shaping a more assertive and

participatory judicial culture in India.
FOURTH PHASE

The fourth phase in the evolution of India’s judiciary can be traced to the political shift of 2014
when for the first time in over three decades a single political party secured a clear majority in the
Lok Sabha. This change in political power dynamics brought renewed attention to the institutional
relationships between the executive, legislature and judiciary. With the executive gaining
increased strength, questions resurfaced about the independence and assertiveness of the judiciary

in holding the government accountable.

There has been ongoing public and academic debate regarding the judiciary’s recent decisions
especially those of the Supreme Court where it is argued that some verdicts appear to lean in favor
of the government. Critics have pointed out instances where courts may have shown restraint in
matters concerning civil liberties and democratic dissent, raising concerns about the erosion of

constitutional protections for individual freedoms.

Yet, despite such critiques the judiciary has also demonstrated resilience and moral clarity in many
critical situations. Particularly during humanitarian crises such as the COVID 19 pandemic the
higher courts both at the state and national level stepped in to uphold basic human rights. The right
to health, clean living conditions, access to food and personal dignity were all reaffirmed as
essential components of the constitutional promise under Article 21. The use of suo motu powers
by the Supreme Court and various High Courts in recent years stands out as a reminder that judicial
activism has not disappeared. In several urgent matters ranging from public health mismanagement
to environmental degradation the courts have acted on their own initiative responding to letters,

media reports or public grievances without waiting for formal petitions to be filed.

Thus, this contemporary phase is one of complex contrasts. On one hand there is growing scrutiny
over whether the judiciary is sufficiently robust in checking majoritarian impulses. On the other
hand the institution continues to serve as a crucial guardian of individual rights and public interest
particularly in moments when democratic safeguards are under stress. The challenge for the
judiciary today is to strike a balance between judicial caution and constitutional courage to speak

truth to power without undermining its own credibility.
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CONSTITUTIONAL TENSIONS

Constitutional law by its very nature is shaped by a duality it looks backward to its origins while
also projecting forward toward evolving values and aspirations. The past provides legitimacy
through foundational texts, intentions of the framers and established precedents. At the same time
a living constitution must respond to emerging social realities, changing public expectations and
democratic progress. This constant balancing between continuity and change creates a dynamic

tension at the heart of any constitutional tradition.

In India, this tension is especially pronounced. The Constitution is deeply rooted in historical
experiences yet its application demands flexibility and forward thinking interpretation. Legal
arguments often rely on textual fidelity and reference to the intentions of the framers but courts
also reinterpret these principles in the light of present day challenges. This interplay between the
authority of the past and the demands of the present transforms constitutional law into more than
just a set of legal doctrines it becomes a platform for negotiating social justice, democratic values

and political legitimacy.

The Indian Constitution was designed to encode within itself many of the contradictions of the
Indian polity. These tensions are not accidental but deliberate making the Constitution a living
reflection of India’s democratic experiment. One prominent example is the power of constitutional
amendment. While Parliament was given the authority to modify the Constitution the judiciary
retained the power of review ensuring that constitutional integrity and basic values could not be
compromised. This push and pull between legislative supremacy and constitutional guardianship
has played out in multiple landmark judgments over the decades. Rights too reflect competing
ideas. Fundamental rights guarantee individual freedoms while Directive Principles reflect the
broader goals of social and economic justice. This structure positions the Constitution as both
protector of liberty and promoter of equity. For instance, the right to property and the call for land
redistribution embody the tension between protecting individual entitlements and achieving

collective welfare.

Federalism also illustrates the complexity of India’s constitutional vision. At independence, there
was a strong centralizing impulse driven by concerns over national unity and the need to transcend

narrow regional or communal identities. Over time, the pressure from states and local bodies for

12
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more autonomy led to efforts at decentralization. This ongoing dialogue between central authority
and local governance is embedded in constitutional tools like the concurrent list, fiscal federalism

and emergency powers.

Finally, the Constitution had to reconcile the ideal of individual liberty with the recognition of
community identities. This was necessary to redress historical inequalities and protect minorities.
Yet, it also introduced new areas of debate such as the scope of affirmative action and the rights
of minority institutions where individual and collective interests sometimes collide. In essence
Indian constitutional law operates as a space where legal principles, historical memory and future
aspirations interact. It is not a static rulebook but a vibrant framework that evolves through
interpretation, contestation and reform. The resilience of India’s democracy lies in this very ability

to navigate contradictions while staying committed to constitutional ideals.
POST RETIREMENT BEHAVIOUR

In a constitutional democracy the credibility and impartiality of the judiciary are essential pillars
of public trust. While much attention is paid to the integrity of judges during their tenure, the
conduct of judges after retirement also plays a crucial role in shaping perceptions about judicial
independence. It is not only about how judges perform while in office but also about the choices

they make once their formal responsibilities have ended.

The prospect of attractive post retirement appointments often made by the executive raises
important concerns about the impartiality of sitting judges!®. If judges perceive the possibility of
future roles in commissions, tribunals or arbitrations as rewards, it can subtly compromise their
decision making during their judicial service. Even when no actual bias exists the appearance of

potential influence can be enough to cast doubt on judicial neutrality.

There is an urgent need to build strong ethical expectations and where necessary institutional
boundaries around post retirement conduct. A clear code of conduct could help ensure that retired
judges do not accept roles that may appear as rewards from the executive or private parties. This
includes avoiding arbitration for disproportionately high fees, issuing signed legal opinions for use

in ongoing cases or simultaneously holding multiple roles that blur the line between active judicial

15 Law Commission of India, Report No. 195, “Judicial Ethics: Post Retirement Appointments of Judges” (2006).
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duty and private engagement. Instances where former judges continue to enjoy perks of office
while also engaging in quasi legal or commercial activities have drawn criticism from within the
legal community and the public alike. While some of this criticism remains muted or informal the
long term impact on the judiciary’s reputation is significant. Public confidence can erode if there

is a perception that judges may temper their judgments in hope of future benefits.

Therefore, safeguarding judicial independence must go beyond security of tenure and financial
protections during service. It must also include conscious efforts both through formal rules and
informal conventions to prevent any post retirement conduct that could tarnish the dignity of
judicial office. A strong ethical culture supported by appropriate institutional checks can help
ensure that the judiciary remains above suspicion not just in courtrooms but in the court of public

opinion as well.
CONCLUSION

A robust Constitution must not only prescribe the structure of governance but also embed
mechanisms that prevent the abuse of power. Checks and balances are the cornerstone of any
democracy and their effectiveness depends on the spirit in which they are upheld. Laws and
institutions alone cannot sustain justice if those entrusted with power lack the integrity to wield it

responsibly.

In this regard, the founding leaders of India were deeply aware of the moral dimension of

governance.

India’s first President reminded us at the close of the Constituent Assembly debates that a
Constitution, however well crafted remains inert unless brought to life by those who implement it.
The values enshrined in the document must be translated into action through ethical leadership and
commitment to public welfare. In this sense, the Constitution is not merely a legal instrument it is

a moral charter that draws its strength from the people who uphold it.

Mahatma Gandhi’s vision for India was rooted in justice, equality and human dignity. He dreamed
of a nation where the most marginalized felt ownership where caste and class divisions dissolved

and where communities coexisted in harmony. His dream was not merely political it was social

14
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and spiritual. A Constitution that seeks to bring such a vision to life must be continually revitalized

through public participation and moral conviction.

The judiciary occupies a pivotal role in this ongoing constitutional journey. Its independence is
not a privilege but a necessary condition for safeguarding the rule of law. Judicial autonomy
ensures that justice is neither compromised by political pressure nor weakened by favoritism. At
the same time judicial accountability is essential not as a constraint but as a reflection of the
judiciary’s service to the public and its responsibility to remain beyond reproach. Ultimately, the
Constitution empowers the people just as much as the people empower the Constitution. The
framers placed immense faith not only in the text they drafted but in future generations who would
carry forward its spirit. The document they gave us is dynamic, adaptable and visionary but it is

only as strong as our collective commitment to its ideals.

Today, we have every reason to take pride in this enduring legacy. The Indian Constitution
continues to be celebrated around the world as a beacon of democratic governance, secularism and
social justice. Our task now is to uphold that legacy not just in courts and legislatures but in our

everyday conduct as citizens of a democratic republic.
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