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The Legal Question

Compare the majority and dissenting opinions in A.D.M. Jabalpur v.
Shivkant Shukla. How did Justice H.R. Khanna's dissent regarding the
suspension of the Right to Life during an Emergency eventually shape
kthe Supreme Court's current interpretation of Article 21

%

Traditional Legal Research Requires

Scanning Judgments

This requires:

e multi-regulator understanding, e financial law concepts,
e entity relationship reasoning, e and event-driven legal evolution.

What We Tried

We typed the full legal question into Manupatra Al Search -
Just the way we think. No framing query. No thinking of key words.
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* Al Search understands natural language—you don't need to use exact keywords. Just write as you think: ask questions, explore ideas, and describe concepts freely.
* Use Al Search for meaning-based queries; searches with names, citations, or exact phrases will be routed to Manu Search.
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And this is the Result we got

Al Search
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* Al Search understands natural language—you don't need to use exact keywords. Just write as you think: ask questions, explore ideas, and describe concepts freely.

* Use Al Search for meaning-based queries; searches with names, citations, or exact phrases will be routed to Manu Search.

Credits: 30/110

Compare the majority and dissenting opinions in A.D.M. Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla. How did Justice H.R. Khanna's dissent regarding the

suspension of the Right 1o Life during an Emergency eventually shape the Supreme Court's current interpretation of Article 21

Search Results ol
1. Ram Chandra Thakorlal Mehta vs. Secretary, Home Department, -
Government of West Bengal and Ors. (28.07.1976 - CALHC)

%= MANU/WB/0441/1976 [ Calcutta High Court
ﬂ Relevance Facts Issues Petitioners Arguments Respondents Arguments  Section Analysis

Couris Reasoning Ratio Decidendi Summary
Relevance
Page(s):

This case is directly relevant as it explicitly discusses and applies the Supreme Court’s majority
decision in Additional District Magistrate, Jabalpur v. Shivakant Shukla (Shukla's case). It
addresses the core legal issue of whether a detention order can be challenged under Article 226
during a national emergency when Presidential Orders under Article 359(1) have suspended the
enforcement of fundamental rights, including Articles 14, 21, and 22. The Calcutta High Court's
reasoning in this case directly reflects the majority view of Shukla’s case, holding that such
challenges are non-maintainable and that Article 27 is the sole repository of personal liberty, thus

its suspension bars all judicial remedies. The case also touches upon the distinction from Makhan
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The core legal framework for the user's query revolves around Article 21 of the Constitution of
India, which guarantees the right to life and personal liberty. The query specifically asks for a
comparison of the majority and dissenting opinions in A.D.M. Jabalpur v. Shivkant Shukla and the
subsequent impact of Justice H.R. Khanna's dissent on the current interpretation of Article 21. The
majority in A.D.M. Jabalpurheld that during a Proclamation of Emergency under Article 352, with a
Presidential Order under Article 359 suspending the enforcement of Article 21, a person could not
move any court for the enforcement of their right to life and personal liberty, even if illegally
detained. This meant that the right to life itself was considered suspended, and there was no
remedy for arbitrary deprivation of liberty. This position is clearly reflected in  MANU/WEB/0441/1976
(Ram Chandra Thakorlal Mehta vs. Secretary, Home Department, Government of West Bengal and
Ors.), where the Calcutta High Court, bound by Shukla, dismissed a habeas corpus petition, stating
that Article 21 was the sole repository of personal liberty and its suspension barred all judicial
remedies.

Justice H.R. Khanna, in his powerful dissent in A.D.M. Jabalpur, argued that the right to life and
personal liberty is not a gift of the Constitution but an inalienable natural right, and even in the
absence of Article 21, the State could not deprive a person of life or liberty without the authority of
law. He contended that the suspension of the right to move the court for enforcement of Article 21
did not mean the suspension of the right itself or the rule of law. This dissenting view, though
initially a minority, eventually gained widespread acceptance and significantly shaped post-
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Manupatra Al Search analyzed the query, understood the legal issue,

and directly surfaced:

e Top 10 relevant judgments along with a structured snapshot of
each judgment including the issues, facts, arguments, findings

and more

e Al analysis of the query

e Direct links to the judgment text within the Manupatra database
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MANU/WE /04411 9?6$
IN THE HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA
Decided On: 28.07.1976
Ram Chandra Thakorlal Mehta Vs. Secretary, Home Depariment, Government of West Bengal and Ors.

Hon'ble Judges/Coram:
Sankar Prasad Mitra, C.J. and S.K. Datta, J.

Counsels:
For Appellant.-'l'-“e‘titioner,fPlainiiff: RC Deb, 55 Pal B.P Gupta G Mitra, R. Deb and LP. Agarwalla
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For Respondents/Defendant: Gouri Mitra -Advocate General, PR Roy, Paritosh Mukherjee and Ruma Pal, Noni Coomar Chakravarti, $.C. Bose and

Loy

No keyword breakdown.
No Boolean operators.
Just the legal question.

Samar Banerjee for Union of India
Subject: Customs

Mentioned IN

Aneiiaad




What makes Manupatra Al Search different

Vol ELLTETe T Erile]g 5 Every result is grounded in real judgments
from the Manupatra database.

M olalfpelple el gio ]l {el=1 Relevant cases appear on a click
Mol =i el a1 dia g le k Every result links directly to the

original judgment.

\orielol=la gl lag e\ H Analysis is based on curated legal

content.

VU e I T LR [ETE 5 e 10 F NO keywords. No Boolean search.

Ask the legal question.
Manupatra Al Search finds the law.
To see itin actioncomment Manupatra Al

To view the complete Al analysis m

and relevant Judgment

www.manupatra.ai


https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1xmhB8POhP9H8PTJGTHUqggaubDT599zb
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