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Q. What is the meaning of Article 13?

Answer:
Article 13 of the Indian Constitution is about Judicial Review. It gives power to the judiciary to review every law and

constitutional amendment passed by the legislature. The judiciary is considered the protector or legal guardian of the
Constitution.

For a long time, the legislature tried to overrule the judiciary in the name of constitutional amendments. However, the
judiciary, through various landmark judgments, held that although Parliament has wide power to amend the Constitution, it
cannot alter or destroy its basic structure.

The basic structure is the backbone of the Constitution, and it cannot be changed by any mode of amendment. Judicial
review itself is considered one of the essential features of the basic structure.

Therefore, the final position is that the judiciary has the authority to review all laws and amendments passed by the
legislature and strike them down if they violate Fundamental Rights or the basic structure of the Constitution.

Reference Cases:

®  Sajjan Singh v. State of Rajasthan (1965) — Supreme Court discussed whether Parliament could amend
Fundamental Rights.

®  Golak Nath v. State of Punjab (1967, 11 Judges Bench) — It was held that Parliament cannot amend Fundamental
Rights.

e  Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973, 13 Judges Bench) — The landmark judgment where the Supreme
Court held that Parliament can amend any part of the Constitution but cannot destroy its Basic Structure.

In all these cases honourable by the supreme court held that the back bone of the constitution can’t be destroy by any
means.

Q. From which Articles does the judiciary derive the power to protect the Constitution?

Answer:
The judiciary derives its power to protect and safeguard the Constitution mainly from the following Articles:

e  Article 13 — Provides for judicial review of laws. Any law violating Fundamental Rights is void.

e  Article 32 — Empowers individuals to directly approach the Supreme Court for the enforcement of Fundamental
Rights. Dr. B.R. Ambedkar called it the “heart and soul of the Constitution.”

e  Article 137 — Grants the Supreme Court the power to review its own judgments or orders.

e  Article 226 — Gives High Courts the power to issue writs for the enforcement of Fundamental Rights and other
legal rights.

Thus, through these Articles, the judiciary ensures that no law, amendment, or action can disturb the Fundamental Rights
or destroy the basic structure of the Constitution.




