IMPORTANT JUDGEMENTS THAT TRANSFORMED INDIA

Shayara Bano
v/s
Union of India and
Others [2016]

In a landmark judgment, The Supreme Court of India held
Muslim Practice of instant Tripal Talag Unconstitutional, striking
it down by 3:2 majority.



In a landmark judgment, the
Supreme Court in April 2014
recognized transgender persons
as a third gender and ordered
the government to treat them as

minorities. The court also
ordered to recognize them as
educationally backwards and

offer an extension in jobs,

education and other amenities.
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e et W2 The court ruled by a 4:1 majority that the practice

- eed . Ainfringed the fundamental rights to eﬂuallty‘

=\, . ~“liberty, and religious freedom, as well as Articlé:

I\ 14,15, 19(1), 21, and 25. \(/v Rule 3(b) of the Keralz

HII‘]C{% Places of Public Worship Act was declarec
invalid.
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Bench
Chandrachud, Y.V. (CJ), Desai, D.A., Reddy, O.
Chinnappa (J). Venkataramiah, E.S. (J), Misra
Rangnath

February 27, 1986.
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VISHAKHA
V.
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

A.l.R. 1997 5C 3011

The Court ruled that sexual harassment leads to ,
depravity among the victims and was a gross violation 2 STOP
of their fundamental rights as provided under Articles WA SEXUAL
14, 19 and 21. The Court declared that in order to B4 HRASSIEN

meaningfully dispose of the case, a set of guidelines
are necessary.
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RIGHT TO DIE
WITH DIGNITY

}

ARUNA RAMCHANDRA SHANBAUG
V. UNION OF INDIA

(2011) 4 SCC 454

All of its people have a right to life as it an absolute right
guaranteed under article 21 of our constitution and there are b
certainly no doubts when it comes to the Right to life
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https://byjus.com/free-ias-prep/euthanasia-or-mercy-killing/

SR Bommai vs.

Union of India Case 1994 SC M. tnis judgement,

the SC tried to
‘ curb the blatant
7] 99NOTES ("L misuse of Article

356 (regarding the
imposition of
President’s Rule
on states).
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= n-: ‘ -

g7 & g ux: ol Y MUI\}FSH
L, @ Ay, 3 STATE OF NCT DELHI
S AR (NIRBHAYA RAPE CASE)

3 00 \

/ ‘ - \{\ "‘“_\‘:“’ T N o Intr o
(f , Wransfer et 1R o oduction of the
| "o tast 1 — - e Criminal Lqw

.\

il NN . 4% = Xa TS Amendment) Act,
i 7 i 2013 ?glgled&:‘la\e:on of
nl i
RN THE DEATH OF ciren sl
NIRBHAYA ,/
) 1 RAPE VICTIMS Ty e~
| - e Penal Code, 1860 and
} w2 LN 2 N Code of Criminal
D E ATH g 2 M ‘Procedures 1973.
= E NAI.TY;;

r{’”\\
'\. >

f

AKSHAY PAWAN MUKESH VINAY
THAKUR GUPTA SINGH SHARMA
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The nine Judge Bench in this case

Justice KS P uttaswamy unanimously reaffirmed the right
to privacy as a fundamental right

(Retd) & Anr v. UOI and under the Constitution of India.
ors. The Court held that the right to

privacy was integral to freedoms
guaranteed across fundamental

rights, and was an intrinsic aspect
of dignity, autonomy and liberty.
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o4 Right fo
Privacy

Relevancy: Whether Right to Privacy is a fundamental
right under Article 217
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