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Y¥TdT:-

: Ay g1 YRATET Jaied HRIGT 316, 81 axiuas Joyd
AP Hfgd!, A1, BT, MUBR AT WPRI AR Had
aG=idadl. aUd gaid Hewrd U Iie Joyd ISR I Ariezie dd
T ARG wdad Ui HRURT e Aol 3. § e Jard
A1 fofRad P iy e, ST TR Sfidsh & YR HfAUM=
RIGIPR 3Med. HRA Iodgel g Jdu+e® guaed YaH Hrd. HRdad
AU YR ARSI fafdy goyd SHR UaH oo 3Med. a1 JoHd
YFRALD FTase 2 BT HRATT T T Teees SiTd. a7 36 8
A 3720 RS 3T B, DA RIMUT UihdafaRead HIurg! ekiior
forea Stae fohar dafdae WIAAMURE dfad Rar JuR A6t gt &
TS 3y Ad FUlfad WReUTd UdoT 6T gIdT; TR ISl Jard
RO GRUIGh a1 el Aud ARAT Hol 30 i 3Hd®
Tl gohid JHIART Do,

At Sita Faes ARING @R qaffed T =M, QRI&T,
JNIRSAT 3 gchiRil Ffed ome. YR ddl <arreaq fafay
TTEdH FUigR 3ffwe R 1 H&d a1 Id gchidl JHGR B
gl DR Hfed AYD 0T Mafie SfdeT 3iTe. =g R 8
$des IANING KIQERAT TUifcd g7 GHHEN S0grEl HUeR,
3{iYPR, fadt Tgramar fUGR, =M YBR, Far=rEr ISR IRRBAT
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3P ABRMET URTYH F9071 8. faRva: Fare grredH feoadn
fafay Qg Mol srwe R @ WU Yad [dsRid gid o 3.
S{TSTeAT STRTIcieh IehRUT, Hifgdt o 3107 fSfsiee grmmed wrrdt Sita-rea
WEUA HIS 6@ ged 3Med. Il dgodl g, e ofor difis
ORI rfwsg 3 T ARAAEG! URAH gid 318, TS A& 28 Al
Sqodl Weyrdl ffbdd 31 SRl Id Ha=TD 3.

TG 2 A YHOUAT ST TeATeHD TrRdHH:-

YRara Afqy™ A=t AR = Sita o1 aTd=arear EUma!
3Jw5G I Tl ARAG Hol. Ha(IST MG THSTIR Sita SR HfTHR
3{Tg HTH 8 ia=d SRl gabiar YU §IUIR ATe! 3121 Hdiqdd 38, T
HOUR Jdld Hedd dRied BUN § HOH IaUHUeT aaedH
ﬁqumtfr HHRN HS 38. T HOH! AT d JLUFAT AT Auardt
TSI W31 BIAHUR B1ST 3178, T v alar 3HRe AfGUHIaie Due
Process of Law’ 30T foifezr Ieua®die SR I5T A1 Yhau-id
gyTg fag= Adr. aumfl, YR Sfae™Td <Procedure Established by Law’ 8T
2 UANT dTURUYT 3T,

3ag R d g ¥ I T gXI&UMINA el
SiTaT 3107 TaTci=Tel TREUT HR0! § Bid. Wau™ IHde adiaed ARTRe =T
Hoqd 3ifeRR TReT 81 Hewardn vy giar. dfaum Fafai soed=n
UfIN®T HERIF 37 TT TR I Hol. YR IAUHde qoyd
fIBR § T AT [AwIIS! 3fcdd Hewdd 3MTed. ATHE 3wq
R B gaifds e onfor wfazfie sr=se wu[ fawfia e efme.
uRre STl O1 srfwsardl 3 Haifed BidT; W TRredH dibgaqes
RICINERSICEEI
TG 2 Ny =araT:-

3@ % A TR AR TSI 3d Apiad e¥d A
WIHRAT Eﬁ?ﬂ AK. Gopalan v. State of Madras dl UHUMHSE g
TITEAT “Procedure Established by Law’ IT J[egial HaR AT0T difids 37
O], ARTGA 3 WY 5 DI GAGHTRT GIR Hoe] HIUdTe! HAal a¢
e R AT HIITAT YR Al WaaeR Hee 3l i, T
ol ITeT i WaeR Hisdl YHUG AEFer Sauarn
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IS 3G *2 91 IUNT 3idd Faffed Wfeer. uRi= S1ea siwg
2 Bl Haes RIS WAARN Jefdd fUBR AHST SI1d Bl Sia-rA
o], HFdl ufasdn fhar amiivie Smamn faaR a@n erwderen
ARATE BT ST Aagdl.

ITD¢ 2 T ARSI uRadH:-

YR HfaeMrdie s % 81 Siia- iUl dafdde wra=ire]
TREUMTAT 3dd Hgw@rdl oyd UBR T STdl. URYT a1 3rfwsarat
IR PHdes DGR TP HAifGd Bidl; W Feodl JHISD,
RISIH 1T ST <RI TRFRUAIER A\ Jgs URadd g 3o, YR
Ui h- [aIva: Yara arearan fafay Sideie Mukigr s wq
RQ T 3P AHdbal, SGRATAIG] 0T M=o Wy U dho. TR,
SitaTal SUBR g haed HRIQMET HUDPR 7 Jgdl T, UidsT, 3R,
fR1&01, MU-aar ST Wes Ugiavur TRREHT 3Hd TUGRET SHTUR 61,

YRA OIaRTE o HR Hld URaaq Mo, <TRTeaH
AU IGRATAIE! 3101 AFdd gl ef¥dH WIHRUIR Fodld dHol.
fQRIYc: THT il foeeg URd TXHR AT UHUMH 3T=d¢ 2 =T A8
qgw@yyl cwl A $er a1 ueHRua Wdled ™edE  “Procedure
Established by Law’ @ Ufhal =0T, droidl SMfor fege 3ol 3frazash
GA WF &¢. AedH HRA™ IAUHde s (¥ 3fdiid
T PR, e R fdid WA UHR M 3Jwse R
3icifd Sfta 3 aafdae W= SHIHR § IRER e fid, IRERQRS 30T
THUBRN AYAYT TSSO 3Med. § JoHd MUPR THHBIURE goiaul
dTes | AUIR ATgid. 1 FofaTges sifwda 3¢ o AW 3idid AU STo,
g1 UG 3rgwse % dTd 3 Ao MUHRIAT AT HRUATT HTOT.
Siigral @R 8T $hdcs IARING ARdaTgRdl Faffled T HKIToT
THMM, IRFETA 301 Ardt Uid8dg Siiad SFugEl SHUDR 3iTg, MR
TABR 3FTwsq R Siavid JHIAY HRUANT 3T,

TG IR il fapRa smoe sifteR:-

qard grearal MR ER A4l Sitaarer Janiu et

3TRTD SRISOT 3 MYDBRIAT 3fwda I3 3T FHAT PIUAT 3O
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TATaROTaT SR, Tu-iaadT SfIHR SNfor faedt Tgramn iieR aaRe
fafay siftpR <IrTede rRsigR fAdbfa o Siled. a1 USRS
3RS 3 B URAT IRyMde Faifte nfaziie, same snfor Arad !
Toyd ISR WU fAHRid AeT 3. WS 3w 2 idiid fabiid
T T 3fdd Hewdral 3l

R. T SATUgTET SATUDTR:-

TJHMM SAT0gTET SR BT 3w IR 1 T YR §-01 3Te.
el TS &0 HRO g o0 B GA™ RedH Wy 6o
TRE, YT, S{AFAT aRTu SHTTOT AT 319 TR S id TR&U1
HRU SAID 3Mg. Sfiad 0T dafadd Wil SeR g HHar
Sifecraanzlt, ufaszh sifor gaffior fosrmzl Frfea soeT waia Ay
ToHd AFANY®R AFGT Sl i SR 4 HUHR g Sha-ra
YGRIMGN dald A, WU, T HNAGRET AR HTHIID,
HGAYIdH ST GeAlH® TRPFET  Add Hew@ral oxdl. 9d
AFAYSHRAS Sitad SFuamE ¥HR® g1 aifdd qoyd 3l JaHe
HYDHR TFGT ST 318, YR AU YT 111 G FH1fdY 3ol
ToHd UHRALE AU ifwse % 3did UaH HRuAd SO
g 31 qufade W= H¥GR g 3fdd ag®, Tzl St
Hard WAl SR AFGT Sdl. SIS A-edH ARigs al
STabarl AW Idd fadRd Tt 3RgH HHal Ufasl, THHEMH Sitaq
3% BRI ATHE FHTAZT BRIV TS ST 31T,

R. Rrgroman sifere:-

fR1&0r g1 ot difgd, qmIfie il Afde s goyd
YR AT SIdl. DIhATe! AaRAL RI&UNST ATHINIS TRdeH, TH
30T Hfaded faep ITel UHTd! 1ee WU Ulfed STd. YR Sfaammas
geariter Remumar feR g1 Il URUHGRG daiEeE Jardy
HRUGA HTOT glal, qUMfl, SIoiaH RIeume ded Hed T&d o3
TS ATST Sia-TA] HUBRIRI e,

Unnikrishnan J.P. v. State of Andhra Pradesh Yl Y Uld {-Ithd

TG RIS SHYDHR BT 3gwda 2 Savid JoHd ISR Haar
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A ho. YRS WY B DI, FHAH Siia- SRS RRI&r 3azadh
3{Te 311 RiemoniRer Tad=n Jaimur fder 2a gl A JoaraR
ARG Uil R1e07 Iuos HE Ul geAIdd SEEaR] 35, a1
frofamges Rremmen sifteReT dfaentie TRemr U e nfor e §
Hdcs HHAUGRT YR A gdl FoHd HfUHRMAT Wurd faHRid e,
Je IfAUMTHed (& ot geaIgai de 3Iaia R23-3 (21A) JHTIY HRug|
STOT. T ISATGIXI IR & o ¥ TN JANTEIAS Td o1 Arthd T Faird
f21&for 0 | ST Fefoy SRIAUATT 1S T RIeumen HIGR T Foyd
fYPR T FHITAY HIUITT TS,

3. SRIATT SHfUPR:-

3RIY g1 AHATAT Sig-RN, Srigmazl ofor gaihor fasmremh
it 3dd Hew@l Ucdh 3. RFI SRy Addid Ao,
3 SMfOr RO THed THTdT aTe a9 §Id ATel. AMes SRyl
Siia- SRTOgTET bR g1 AT UidST 31 Siia-ren uraazit e Jefed
AFST STal. YR SfaUHdie sfwg 3 Sidiid Siaaran SifeRr
TS RS BT Jaied ATSA Parmanand Katara v. Union of India
g1 YHRUNd Jdied TTGaH Jdd ANRGIST diderd dgeid Agd {0
g Joyd fUPR EGAd WY $o. dr™eRIeR Paschim Banga Khet
Mazdoor Samity v. State of West Bengal dIl HAY Fare IATGaH diderdt
JYHI Hed ST QRN R JaeT ITGH H- Ul § 3Jwda % 3faid
S IeHIHS B QA WY $o. Aae-d AR, [ Jon,
T3dl S AP IUAR Tl FHIART Sia-red AHfUGRME HIuad
3T 3Te. TS RN HfYBR g1 AT UfAST 01 Frarfores it
Gefd Hew@qul goud SR AT ST,
¥. IS TaR oI fUPBTR -

NIDIHRUT, BN T TG fAwRge SnyfHe THId
JaIaRUia THWT Higdl YA dlg SRTGAT 3Med. aig UgHUl, SIGUgHU,
TR afvom gd o, FRIM oftn JRfea vaferonRar THHgE® Sias
SITO! TR AIGATIS TATaR0l AREUMET U= HIFdl §IBhiRN SAISST 10T 38,
YR AGUMe 3fgwa % 3faiid Sha-re SMeRE e Rl
HIAFT died e Wad 30 YgyUHad GAfaRumal SHfeR g
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ST SHTABRIET AU YT SRS WY 6. M.C. Mehta v. Union
of India T Subhash Kumar v. State of Bihar HaHed IRTGAM 3y 1Ha PO
oI, W5 gal, IS Uvard arof for JRIGa gafaRor & ArTiResi=ar AR
SIGITST SATazdd Uceh Had. TS TATaRUT TREfUT § AT ge-ATHD
Hacd AMS . HRA™ JAUMe Jearal YRUMGIS dw@ide ST
ToYd Saciieig! IR0l WREUNET [aIY Hew@ Suard S 315,

4, My Rrddr fUaR:-

YD TSioTee Sfor Arfgdl dasmr=n grmmed Aol MU=
Uz 3d AWl 9901 35, Scx-ic, We Hifsdl, AdRs daeH,
PR HGER 30T feioles IeT Yhe- I il dafadd Hifedl
TISAT TG UGS Bl 3Te. 3121 URRUT el W SR
TREUT, Jafdad Hifgdrdl QRIGAdT MU dafadd WD Sia- Hrul
TP TG 3], TS MuATgca ISR 8T A UiasT Mo qafdds
WaAR! A6t Agayyl ¥UGR BIH Ica™ ML Justice K.S.
Puttaswamy v. Union of India a1 Ufdgiie Mulame) vda <armeam
MY SYHR BT 3fwse 2 Savid oHd HUGR SRS 9iftd 0.
g1 Ao Sl dafaas difed TRefr, ffles e JRam ofor
e TarrdT AT Hia et e TRE0T U STe.

&. faeft e Siftrem:-

SIh2Te! ATRTL I A3 fquaran SR g Jrfores =g HIfor
HAYed MMl JoYd YR AT Sdl. iebesed gao, TR
MU dfed gewH <amredE ufdar, sragaik ufdAa enfor =
s fquarardt sazdd Ay IUG THSUN did oYd YR JUEI0
W& 8IS Zbd Aleld. Ay Hithd fadt Teramn f¥eR g1
ARG THHdA d@RN Jadd dgw@qul ISR AFeT Sl
Hussainara Khatoon v. State of Bihar T HgwdqUl &R UNd Haie ™G
Hied fasdt Ter T Sieg < et § Sigade 33 Siavid Hoyd SifteR
TG WY . T YHRUMAL SHhIes WeRdd! Ul HRUMT el
IRIRYdIhe IAGIE & 4 TS, IASAH 38 g $o &I, TR
AT HIAGINR AGAISTHIE! 1T ATHRST SIS, Xhd Alel. a1 UG
RS 311 go@ ST Hithd SR Hed Wl 81 Sfie siqadg 3
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AT AEUE 361, vz Jargel UM 0 a3ad  Ga™
TSI WY Do
TG 3 A ATHTRIS HET:-

YRA <R UTfs - ArHTSidh <] €94 ffwe ¢ o fadia
RS Ho! IR, TRGUH Afhaddd gas, TRId 3Tl dRid gedhie
TABRIT TAREUT HRUATT Had 10!, Hdied ARSI Aaol-db fgd aTrea]
(PIL) UUTBIGR 3f® Agw@yul Hofg fie 3ied. FRAEN® Had g,
o], Raaid TRef0r, Taiaruita gz IO SR SR a1 fasieR
TSI Fihd YHST Uao!. I™ASdH Ifbadges dfdumrdie godd
IYBR 3HfYh THTA! T,

quIiy, Sral fagHi=ar Ad TRAeaH UGl JfUHREAT kD
$ol 3Te. faftties St FRimfoH! g MY ARAUidHdl gwkad
dleadrdl Sl ¢Wie HRUAId Ad. Dlel fdgHi=al Hd <TG FihddT gl
BIhRMTel Jod 0T A gl AU GRS 3Tg; AR Bl
Ad e JANaHSHTT dwarel UidT MAf 818 Adbdl. auTil, YR
AT TG JrEToID fasHarn, TR, gao gehid! (U 3for w=maH® I
TETT YAQIN 3 d3T TSI T&I&Y SHTa=gdh 01 Iugekd 3l AT
TSI dogiAe) HAfHTdl 3Tt dil e I o1 dfed Ui
PRI TREUNET 3Mfdd YUTET IR HRUAId TS 38, ATHS
ARI[-

YR HfauMIdle srwa 2 81 gaiftie Tfaziie sfor s geyd
IBR UM faHRid o7 3. IR Fifcd Wy 00T 81 3wg
3ol HHal Uit qmisie =g for S quraazll defd fafay
SABRMET YR TI0T 35, Faied TG Hichddded 3Iwq 2 Tl
fSfoces gadh TNRBAT 3D SMUDRITT FHERT oAl YBREE
S0 3wg % d Wey Hiawdel f[A&mRid 8id eI, HHd! gabid
TREUT ST BIhMG! odid Tae- HRUTRITST iwse 3 3fdd Hg@yul

YT SSTTad R8I0
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