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The Role of the Supreme Court in Shaping Civil Rights Jurisprudence in India: The Difference in Trends 

Since Independence to the Present Day 

The Supreme Court of India, as the apex judicial authority and the guardian of the Constitution, has 

played a critical role in interpreting and enforcing civil rights. Since Independence in 1947, civil rights 

jurisprudence in India has evolved in distinct phases, reflecting shifts in the judicial philosophy, political 

climate, and socio-economic landscape. The journey from a restrained, positivist approach to a more 

activist and expansive interpretation of rights has defined the trajectory of constitutional democracy 

in India. This essay explores the changing role of the Supreme Court in shaping civil rights 

jurisprudence, tracing its transformation from post-colonial conservatism to a modern-day rights-

based activist institution. 

I. The Foundational Phase (1950s–1970s): Constitutional Restraint and Basic Interpretation 

In the early decades post-Independence, the Supreme Court adopted a relatively conservative and 

literal approach in interpreting civil rights. Civil liberties were understood narrowly, with deference 

often given to parliamentary sovereignty and state interests. In this period, the judiciary emphasized 

legal formalism over expansive rights-based reasoning, with a rigid adherence to constitutional text. 

The landmark case of A.K. Gopalan v. State of Madras (1950) demonstrated this trend. The Court 

upheld the preventive detention of a communist leader under the Preventive Detention Act, 1950, 

interpreting Article 21 (protection of life and personal liberty) as independent of Article 19 (freedom 

of speech, movement, etc.). The Court refused to read fundamental rights as interlinked, thereby 

allowing state action to override individual liberties if done "according to procedure established by 

law" without substantive due process scrutiny. 

Similarly, in cases such as State of Madras v. Champakam Dorairajan (1951), the Court invalidated 

affirmative action policies on the basis that they violated equality under Article 29(2). The decision led 

to the first constitutional amendment but showed the Court's reluctance to engage deeply with the 

transformative vision of equality envisaged by the Constitution. 

During this period, the judiciary largely refrained from challenging legislative or executive actions that 

infringed civil liberties, especially during times of national stress, such as the Indo-China War or food 

scarcity. The protection of individual rights was often subordinated to state necessity and 

developmental priorities. 

II. The Crisis of Emergency and Judicial Retreat (1975–1977) 

The darkest chapter in Indian civil rights jurisprudence was during the Emergency imposed by Prime 

Minister Indira Gandhi between 1975 and 1977. Civil liberties were suspended, opposition leaders 

arrested, and press freedom curtailed. The judiciary, instead of acting as a bulwark of constitutional 

liberty, capitulated to executive overreach. 

The infamous ADM Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla (1976) decision, also known as the Habeas Corpus 

case, symbolized this retreat. The Supreme Court held that even the right to life and liberty under 



Article 21 could be suspended during an Emergency, and that citizens had no legal remedy against 

unlawful detention. Justice H.R. Khanna’s lone dissent in this case, asserting that the Constitution did 

not permit the state to extinguish fundamental rights entirely, is remembered as one of the most 

courageous judicial stands in Indian history. 

This period exposed the vulnerability of civil rights in the absence of judicial courage and 

independence. However, the Emergency also catalyzed introspection within the judiciary, setting the 

stage for a rights-expansive transformation in subsequent years. 

III. The Post-Emergency Era and Judicial Activism (1980s–1990s) 

The return to democracy in 1977 marked a significant ideological shift in the Supreme Court's approach 

to civil rights. The judiciary sought to reclaim its constitutional role by expanding the scope and 

substance of fundamental rights. This period saw the rise of Public Interest Litigation (PIL) as a 

transformative judicial tool that democratized access to justice. 

In Maneka Gandhi v. Union of India (1978), the Court overruled Gopalan and held that any law 

affecting life or personal liberty must be “just, fair and reasonable.” This judgment read Articles 14 

(equality), 19 (freedoms), and 21 (liberty) as mutually reinforcing, thus introducing substantive due 

process into Indian jurisprudence. The Court moved away from a procedural approach to a rights-

based interpretation that emphasized dignity, fairness, and accountability. 

The scope of Article 21 was subsequently expanded to include a wide array of civil rights such as: 

• Right to livelihood: Olga Tellis v. Bombay Municipal Corporation (1985) 

• Right to shelter: Chameli Singh v. State of U.P. (1996) 

• Right to privacy: R. Rajagopal v. State of Tamil Nadu (1994) 

• Right to a clean environment: Subhash Kumar v. State of Bihar (1991) 

Through PILs, the Court addressed structural injustices affecting marginalized communities, prison 

conditions, bonded labor, environmental degradation, and gender-based violence. The traditional rule 

of "locus standi" was relaxed to allow concerned citizens or NGOs to represent the rights of the 

disadvantaged. 

Moreover, the Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973) judgment had earlier established the 

"basic structure doctrine," preventing Parliament from amending core constitutional principles such 

as rule of law, equality, and judicial review. This judgment proved instrumental in safeguarding civil 

rights from majoritarian or authoritarian excesses. 

IV. The Constitutional Morality and Rights Expansion Phase (2000s–Present) 

In the 21st century, the Supreme Court’s role in civil rights jurisprudence has further evolved toward 

upholding constitutional morality and progressive values. The Court has issued landmark rulings that 

have advanced the rights of LGBTQIA+ communities, gender justice, privacy, and democratic 

participation. 

Some of the most significant judgments include: 



• Naz Foundation v. NCT of Delhi (2009) and later Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018): 

These decisions read down and finally struck down Section 377 of the Indian Penal Code, 

decriminalizing consensual homosexual acts and recognizing the dignity of LGBTQ individuals. 

• Justice K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017): A nine-judge bench declared the right to 

privacy a fundamental right under Article 21, including aspects such as bodily autonomy, data 

protection, and reproductive choice. 

• Indian Young Lawyers Association v. State of Kerala (2018): The Court held that the exclusion 

of women from the Sabarimala temple violated constitutional principles of equality and 

religious freedom. 

• Joseph Shine v. Union of India (2018): The Court decriminalized adultery, striking down 

Section 497 IPC as arbitrary and discriminatory. 

Additionally, the Court has actively intervened in matters relating to free speech and press freedom, 

particularly in the context of internet censorship, surveillance, and misuse of sedition laws. It has 

sought to balance the right to dissent with national security, often advocating for proportionality and 

due process. 

The Court has also advanced the rights of trans persons and sex workers through judgments 

recognizing their dignity, identity, and access to healthcare, education, and employment. In National 

Legal Services Authority v. Union of India (2014), the Court recognized the third gender and affirmed 

their right to self-identification. 

V. Current Trends: Rights, Populism, and Institutional Constraints 

In recent years, the Supreme Court’s approach to civil rights has been marked by both progress and 

ambiguity. While it continues to expand the conceptual understanding of rights, critics argue that in 

several politically sensitive cases, the Court has exhibited deference to the executive. 

Notable examples include the Ayodhya land dispute judgment (2019), where the Court acknowledged 

the illegality of the Babri Masjid demolition but handed over the disputed land for temple 

construction. Similarly, in Kashmir Reorganization and detention cases under the Public Safety Act, 

the Court has been accused of delay and lack of firm constitutional reasoning. 

The Court's handling of dissent, arrests under UAPA, and internet shutdowns has attracted scrutiny for 

not being as vigilant in defending civil rights against state overreach as it was in earlier decades. The 

perceived inconsistency in prioritizing human rights petitions and habeas corpus matters has raised 

concerns about institutional independence and selective activism. 

Nevertheless, the Court continues to deliver rights-expanding decisions in areas such as environmental 

justice, reproductive rights, and gender equality. Its recent judgments on abortion access (X v. NCT of 

Delhi, 2022) and marriage equality petitions show the ongoing evolution of its civil rights 

jurisprudence, albeit amid complex societal and political pressures. 

Conclusion 

The Supreme Court of India has traversed a remarkable path in shaping civil rights jurisprudence, from 

a cautious and state-deferential posture in the 1950s to an activist and expansive role in the post-



Emergency and liberalization era. It has emerged as both a protector and interpreter of rights, engaging 

with the Constitution as a living document. However, the Court’s record has not been without 

contradictions. Periods of regression, selective silence, and institutional hesitation remind us that the 

judiciary’s strength lies not merely in legal authority, but in its commitment to constitutional morality, 

independence, and justice. 

Going forward, the role of the Supreme Court in defending civil liberties will remain critical as India 

grapples with challenges of digital surveillance, authoritarianism, identity politics, and socio-economic 

inequality. The capacity of the Court to hold power accountable, uphold minority rights, and affirm the 

dignity of all citizens will determine the vibrancy and resilience of India’s constitutional democracy in 

the years ahead. 

In shaping civil rights jurisprudence in India, the Supreme Court (SC) has consistently focused on 

several core thematic areas over the decades, reflecting both the evolving socio-political landscape 

and the Court’s own transformation from a textual interpreter to a champion of constitutional 

morality. These areas represent domains where the SC has actively developed legal standards, 

safeguarded fundamental rights, and set transformative precedents. 

 

1. Right to Life and Personal Liberty (Article 21) 

This is the most significant and extensively interpreted provision. The SC has broadened its ambit to 

include: 

• Right to livelihood – Olga Tellis v. BMC (1985) 

• Right to shelter – Chameli Singh v. State of U.P. (1996) 

• Right to health and medical care – Paschim Banga Khet Mazdoor Samity v. State of West 

Bengal (1996) 

• Right to privacy – Justice K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017) 

• Right to a dignified life – Including prisoners’ rights and death row dignity 

 

2. Gender Equality and Women’s Rights 

The SC has played a critical role in enforcing gender justice, tackling discrimination, and expanding 

protections for women. 

• Vishaka v. State of Rajasthan (1997) – Laid down guidelines to prevent workplace sexual 

harassment 

• Joseph Shine v. Union of India (2018) – Struck down adultery law as unconstitutional 

• Indian Young Lawyers Association v. State of Kerala (2018) – Allowed women entry into 

Sabarimala temple 

• Triple Talaq Case (Shayara Bano v. Union of India, 2017) – Declared instant triple talaq 

unconstitutional 



 

3. LGBTQIA+ Rights and Gender Identity 

A relatively modern area, the SC has made landmark rulings affirming the dignity and rights of gender 

and sexual minorities. 

• National Legal Services Authority (NALSA) v. Union of India (2014) – Recognized the third 

gender 

• Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India (2018) – Decriminalized consensual same-sex relations 

• Recognition of self-identification and non-discrimination – Empowering transgender 

individuals with constitutional rights 

 

4. Freedom of Speech and Expression (Article 19(1)(a)) 

The SC has actively defended press freedom, right to dissent, and artistic/political expression. 

• Bennett Coleman & Co. v. Union of India (1973) – Protected freedom of the press 

• Shreya Singhal v. Union of India (2015) – Struck down Section 66A of the IT Act 

• Recent judgments – Concerning internet shutdowns, social media regulation, and sedition law 

have also tested this freedom 

 

5. Rights of Prisoners and Undertrials 

Recognizing that prisoners too have fundamental rights, the SC has issued directives to ensure humane 

treatment. 

• Sunil Batra v. Delhi Administration (1978) – Addressed solitary confinement 

• Hussainara Khatoon v. State of Bihar (1979) – Highlighted the plight of undertrials and the 

right to speedy trial 

 

6. Right to Education and Children’s Rights 

The SC has emphasized free and quality education as an essential component of dignity and equality. 

• Unni Krishnan v. State of Andhra Pradesh (1993) – Established the right to education as part 

of Article 21 

• Mohini Jain v. State of Karnataka (1992) – Declared education as a fundamental right 

• Emphasized enforcement of RTE Act, 2009 and protection from child labor and abuse 

 

7. Right to Clean Environment 



By integrating environmental rights into the right to life, the SC has advanced environmental justice. 

• Subhash Kumar v. State of Bihar (1991) – Right to pollution-free water and air 

• MC Mehta series of cases – Industrial pollution, vehicular emissions, and environmental 

impact of urbanization 

 

8. Minority Rights and Religious Freedom 

The SC has focused on balancing religious freedom with constitutional morality and equality. 

• S.R. Bommai v. Union of India (1994) – Asserted secularism as a basic feature 

• Azaan loudspeaker and cow slaughter cases – Tested Article 25 freedoms 

• Protection of linguistic and religious minority institutions under Articles 29 and 30 

 

9. Affirmative Action and Social Justice 

The Court has played a decisive role in interpreting reservations, caste-based justice, and backward 

class protections. 

• Indra Sawhney v. Union of India (1992) – Upheld OBC reservations, introduced creamy layer 

doctrine 

• Ashoka Kumar Thakur v. Union of India (2008) – Validated reservations in education under 

Article 15(5) 

• Periodic rulings on SC/ST Act implementation and anti-atrocities mechanisms 

 

10. Election and Democratic Rights 

The SC has upheld the sanctity of democratic participation and probity in public life. 

• PUCL v. Union of India (2003) – Voters’ right to know candidates’ backgrounds 

• NOTA (None of the Above) – Right to reject in electoral ballots 

• Emphasis on criminalization of politics, misuse of campaign finance, and inner-party 

democracy 

 

These thematic areas illustrate that the Supreme Court’s civil rights focus has consistently expanded 

beyond traditional liberties to embrace structural equality, socio-economic dignity, and human 

development. The Court has often walked the tightrope between institutional limits and 

constitutional courage, but its landmark rulings have undeniably advanced the cause of civil liberty 

and justice in India. 

 



The steps taken by the Supreme Court of India in advancing civil rights jurisprudence have played, 

and will continue to play, a crucial role in shaping the legal, social, and political future of the country. 

These judicial interventions do more than resolve individual cases — they set binding precedents, 

expand constitutional interpretation, and signal to the legislature and executive what democratic 

governance should look like under the Indian Constitution. 

Here’s how these steps shape India's future: 

 

1. Deepening Constitutional Morality and Democratic Values 

By interpreting civil rights through the lens of constitutional morality — including dignity, equality, 

liberty, and secularism — the Supreme Court instills normative constitutional values into public life. 

Judgments such as the decriminalization of homosexuality or recognition of the third gender send a 

clear message that democracy in India is inclusive, rights-based, and constantly evolving. 

Impact: This fosters public trust in the Constitution and encourages citizens, especially marginalized 

groups, to seek redress through legal mechanisms rather than resort to extra-legal means or political 

unrest. 

 

2. Strengthening Rule of Law and Institutional Accountability 

The judiciary’s proactive stance on protecting fundamental rights holds the government accountable 

to constitutional limits. Rulings on privacy, freedom of speech, internet shutdowns, or misuse of 

sedition laws act as a check on authoritarian impulses, especially during times of political or social 

upheaval. 

Impact: These rulings empower civil society, reinforce the balance of power among institutions, and 

signal that no authority is above constitutional scrutiny. 

 

3. Advancing Social Justice and Inclusion 

The Court’s focus on rights of women, minorities, LGBTQIA+ persons, SC/STs, and the economically 

backward ensures that the Constitution’s promise of equality is not just symbolic. It reinforces 

affirmative action, counters systemic discrimination, and promotes equal access to education, 

healthcare, and employment. 

Impact: This fosters a more equitable society and reduces social unrest arising from long-standing 

exclusion, paving the way for a more stable and inclusive democracy. 

 

4. Setting Standards for Future Legislation and Policy 

Supreme Court rulings serve as guidance for the legislature and executive. For example, the Vishaka 

judgment led to the POSH Act, and the NALSA ruling prompted the Transgender Persons (Protection 



of Rights) Act. The Court also scrutinizes government actions in policy areas like environment, 

education, and surveillance, pushing for better governance. 

Impact: These judicial interventions encourage the evolution of laws in alignment with modern 

human rights standards, making India’s legal framework more responsive and contemporary. 

 

5. Promoting Judicial Activism and Public Participation 

Public Interest Litigations (PILs) and suo motu actions by the Court have democratized access to justice. 

The common citizen now has a voice before the highest court, without having to bear the burden of 

complex procedures or heavy litigation costs. 

Impact: This encourages civic engagement, legal awareness, and political participation, particularly 

among youth, activists, and vulnerable communities, who begin to see the law as a tool of 

empowerment. 

 

6. Facilitating Digital Rights and Tech-Integrated Justice 

Judgments like the Puttaswamy (Right to Privacy) case have addressed new-age rights in the digital 

era. The SC’s engagement with online speech, social media regulation, and data privacy shapes India's 

legal stance on technology and individual rights in an increasingly digital world. 

Impact: These rulings lay the groundwork for future data protection laws, AI regulation, and digital 

inclusion policies, which will be essential to India’s growth as a digital economy. 

 

7. Encouraging a Culture of Constitutional Litigation 

The SC’s dynamic civil rights jurisprudence inspires state High Courts, tribunals, and lower courts to 

follow suit. Regional issues involving caste violence, land rights, police abuse, and local governance are 

increasingly being approached through a rights-based legal lens. 

Impact: This creates a ripple effect of legal consciousness and constitutional activism across India's 

vast judicial structure, strengthening the entire justice delivery system. 

 

8. Fostering Global Legal Leadership 

As India rises on the global stage, its civil rights jurisprudence — particularly on issues like gender 

equality, privacy, and social justice — offers models for other democracies. The Indian Supreme 

Court’s rulings are cited internationally and seen as part of a global human rights discourse. 

Impact: This enhances India's soft power and legal diplomacy, contributing to its global image as a 

rights-respecting, constitutional democracy. 

 

 



9. Building a Resilient Democracy 

Ultimately, a robust civil rights regime, actively interpreted and enforced by the SC, builds democratic 

resilience. When electoral systems, legislatures, or governments falter, it is the judiciary that often 

restores balance. The judiciary’s role in the emergency era, Aadhaar case, electoral reform cases, and 

sedition law reviews are examples of this balancing function. 

Impact: This ensures that India’s democratic foundation is not dependent solely on majoritarian rule, 

but remains rooted in constitutional guarantees and institutional integrity. 

 

10. Inspiring Progressive Constitutionalism 

By recognizing unenumerated rights, pushing for expansive interpretations of existing ones, and 

creating new standards of liberty and dignity, the SC inspires progressive constitutionalism. It affirms 

that the Constitution is a living document, responsive to time, culture, and technology. 

Impact: This approach ensures India’s constitutional evolution remains dynamic, rather than rigid or 

outdated, preparing the nation for future socio-political and technological challenges. 

 

The Supreme Court’s civil rights jurisprudence is not merely a legal legacy but a roadmap for India’s 

democratic and developmental future. Its judgments influence governance, reshape public morality, 

and empower citizens to assert their rights. In the years to come, as India grapples with challenges 

such as digital authoritarianism, climate justice, economic inequality, and religious polarization, the 

Supreme Court’s commitment to civil liberties will remain central to protecting the soul of the 

Constitution. Whether it leads boldly or cautiously, the SC’s interpretation of rights will determine how 

free, fair, and just the Indian republic can truly be. 

 

 


