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: , CHAPTER 16
RELATION BETWEEN LAW AND JUSTICE

BRAJESH KUMAR

 INTRODUCTION

‘Law is found in all modern societies, and is usually regarded as the bedrock of civi

- Y s ,l [ T 1
 lized existence!' Law is the means of contrg] of social behaviour ‘Law commands citi
- < 3 -
zens telling them what they must do, it lays down prohibiti

cannot do, and it allocates entitlements defining
Although, it is widely accepted that law is 4 necess
society.? The act of law differentiates between that wh

_' spirit of every legal order. In common parlance, justice is equated with everything that
s good —mercy, charity, truth and other equivalent expressions.? Justice is the co;cept
of moral rightness based on ethics, rationality, law, natural law, fairness, religion and
equity. Justice is the result of the fair and proper administration of law. The role of law

in society and the application of the social sciences to the study of law in action and
the rendering of law more effectively as an instrument of soci

5 X al control for the ends
which law is designed to accomplish in the civilization in the g

iven time and place.? All
juries consider to law to be a means of justice. Therefore, law is an instrument by which

we get justice. Without law we cannot have an assumption of justice because it is such
an instrument on which it is possible to differentiate between justice and injustice or
 right and wrong. If there is no law, justice will remain a blank fantasy. The justification
or impropriety of human conduct in society is determined by law. So, law and justice
- are closely related to each other. Many legalists have considered law to be synonymous
with justice.Tn this respect, the naturalist and positivist theory followers have their
. own view. That is the natural law theory followers argue that justice is the source and
basement of law. Whereas the positivist theory followers argue that law is the source
and basement of justice; and a rendered justice has its source from law. One way or

52
]
&
]
5
&

&?iﬁtﬂnt Professor, Department of Law, Rajeev Gandhi Govt. PG. College, Ambikapur, ChhatFisgarh. e
Heywood Andrew, Political Theory an Introduction, (4th edition, Basingstoke, England: Macmillan, p. L74).

Pr’g‘f;'_;Df Mukund Sharda and Basim Akhtar, ‘Concept of Dharma, Justice and Law: A Stuéyf Bharati Law
Revfgvy (January-March 2017), p. 179.
les A. Gardner, “The Sociological Jurisprudence of Roscoe Poun

31-.(3@1,1 1961), p. 1. Available at https://warwick.ac.uk/fac/ soc/socio

0.1.1-5',‘16/rc')'scbe_-pound_the_sociological_jurispr1.1<f1€ﬂCf3vPdf’ accessed on 1

d (Part f)", Villanova Law Review, vol.7,
]dgy/staﬂ’/sfuller/social_theory_law_._‘
7-09-2020. LT
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; d justice in terms 0
| i breakable tie between law an ] | ¢
aken that there 1s un : e 15 3 .
t COIIlpOIleII Of he law and no

is only an instrument of justice whose
aw

another it can be t T
origin and foundation. Justice

i ity, it is not so. L
or distinct from it. But in reality, it1s 1

ultimate goal is to ensure justice. the justice system in society. The judges
awarJeness of the changed ValueS,.needs
ality is essential in justice. Tk‘xat is why
he words of the former Chief Justjce
is greater than the wisdom of mar’

The ultimate goal of the law is to.mamta.m
of the courts enrich the law by jufigm? .thel;ti
and rights in the society. The qu‘ahty of 1;11p %
justice is lost in the absence of impartia ;ty?.ustice
of England, Coke, ‘the WiSdOl’l"l of law an 1)1 e fdociety Avcoiog
g ju'Sticelszachfidc‘;l(-)sTi:ef ;};?rflcl)e of law. This means. thzft 1z.1w a.nd jltl}jtitc-e a.re
i iaHV:f’ i)ﬁiii)clzo a;11 the people of the society without any discrimination, that is, in
equ

on can be above the law.
terms of justice all persons are equal under the law and no pers

LAW AND JUSTICE: CONCEPT

To détermine satisfactorily the word ‘law’ and ‘justice’ is a d1ﬁic1.11t ta;ls.lgeiisczongiz :rf
the word ‘law’ varies with time, place and circumstances. There ;s a ‘1 e
law and justice, but both of them cannot work Without each other. ‘Justi ] hc;se
term, but ‘law’ is narrow than justice. Justice can only take place between t os; w X
mutual relations are governed by law, and law is found between those who have the
possibility of justice.

Law is a written rule that governs behaviour of the people of a country. Law itself is
more than a body of rules. Written law is created by the legal institution of that COUI.]—
try by completing the processes, which are used by the judiciary as major sources in
democratic countries to provide justice. The law of all countries is based on the view of
justice. Law is framed from the point of view of justice. The meaning of law is used in
two ways: ‘a law} and ‘the law’. The term ‘the law’ is use
of laws. On the other hand ‘a law’ is used for certa
decision.® According to Dias,
and also because its formulati
According to Gray, ‘a law’ is g

d to refer to legal system or set
in specific statute, law or a judicial
alaw’ is only a particular way of organizing the material
On presupposes to some extent a concept of ‘legal system’” 7
enerally a statute passed by the state legislature.? ‘Law is an

5. Abiyqu Girma Tamirat,'Law as a Means of Serving Justice’
abyssmialaw.com/blog~posts/item/1477—1aw-as-a—means-of—serving—justice

6. George W. Keeton Elementary Principles of Juris lack | 18
_ » Eler : Prudence (London: A&C Black Ltd., 1930), p. 55. 88 read 1.

7 }P;rz\s}a:;{ Alrjnrudh, Principql of Jurisprudence (2nd edition, Delhi: Eastern Book 2002), p 27)2-p ‘

; - Dias, Jurisprudence (5th edition London: Butterwo ri : s,
e s - rths, R, . 59.
8. John Chipman Gray, The Nature and s, ' o LoOLTNp. 39

urces of ¢ e ' : vo. Lida
1776 PR 87-88 read in Prasad Anicudh, suprg g 5 (2" €dition, USA: The Lawbook Exchange, Lid

(15-06-2015). Available at https://ww .
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_enment of social control, backed -
msmlmumdl ‘d trol, backed by the authority of the gyq¢

% ‘ ' [ . o E > . :( ¥ i : .
which it is directed and the methods for achieving thege late, and the ends towards
_impmvcd through a consciously deliberate effory b these ends may by enlarged and

Justice is a principle. The basis of justice cquality, equit i
transparency, an‘d S? on. Justice represents cquality Ilr;d lﬂxi Y ‘n'lf)rah-ty, rights, fairness,
without discrimination. The approach of providing justice jlrtnh"?s.fand oPp S8 Dipeole
and it is to provide fair justice by following the pr)inc:ip]c of nxtt:::; ;’Li’;wc}f i
‘ stice, justice can

only take place between those whose mutual relations are governed by law, and law i
found between those who have the possibility of justice, !0 y law, and law is

FHEORIES OF LAW AND JUSTICE

It is noteworthy that law itself is not practicable. It is an instrument and tool for achiey-
ing justice in society. Almost every theory about the law accepts that the purp()S; of law
is to achieve justice. So it is necessary to know the theoretical concept of law aﬁdjusticc
Here we deal with two theories of law and justice:first, equivalence theory; and sccond;

dependency theory.

Equivalence Theory

Justiceis nothing more than the positive law of the stronger class. One of the essential
features of the law is often called justice. The main object of justice is to maintain
equality in the activities of man. Only through justice can this be made between indi-
viduals. Usually, the law cannot be viewed out of justice. To act with justice means
toact according to the law and according to the universal and equal requirements of

the law. Justice is traditionally understood as retribution of the equal for the equal.”
th justice. Equally situated persons should be
treated equally with no leniency or harshness towards anyone. Thus, jfxstice means
justice according to permanent standards and norms. The law, af:corc‘img to which
¢qual is given for the equal clearly revealed itself only in the Talien (‘an eye fo}: an
€¥e, a tooth for a tooth’). However, at the later stages of legal development, suc -aln_
under standing of justice was found to be inaccurate and was replaced by the principle

Equivalence in society means dealing wi

of equivalence’_ 12
3 'S'uv B . 7
Pranote 4 at 9, - nia Press, 1971); Clarence
0. : ok (University of Pennsyhamallg’7 B poal :

; gllar,ef“:e Morris, Aristotle: Nicomachean Ethics Boor s
1 olorms (Compiled), The Great Legal Philosophers (University
g ladimir M. Syrykh, ‘Why the Law is Equivalent and, 25,3,

i r'ur;ivers?tjf' Humanities ¢ Social Sciences vol. 4 (10, 2017), pP- 2
| Ib;;n/ SQP}es/humanitié‘s; accessed on 19-09'2020'

i4 Press, :
of Pennsylvan ' sal of Siberian Federal

Injustice, Jour : 3 -
I;;izOE?)Avaﬂable at hutpe//journal.sfi kr_as.. s
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ce justice i similar to the distributive justice

i e jvalen S
In my view, the pr1nc1ple of equiva  isbasedioh the principle that there has

: s otributive jus f
nded by Aristotle. Distribu ;alsj- 13 Under distributive justice, the benefits and

the society are envisaged to be shared among all
members of the community ina proper manner according todsta;?s .andtielzﬁt The basic
goal of distributive justice is to provide a minimum stan'djdr C.> g’llng = poor and
shiftless persons. The effect of this principle is clearly visible IE e bo t g;l‘w) wages
law, pension law and the rules related for providing goods to the poor at a cheap rate

in the State.

propou
to be equal distribution among eq
economic opportunity available in

Equivalence theory holds that all cultures, all societies, all e'thics, religions, norm;
and mores are equally valid. The main objective of this theory is that there should be:
equal treatment in equal cases. Thus, this theory is closer to the “Theory of Rule of Law.
‘Equality before Law’ is the basic concept of the principle of ‘Rule of Law and it envis- L
ages establishing equality of opportunity. The Indian Constitution prohibits discrim-
ination on the basis of religion, race, caste, sex or place of birth as a right to equality
and as an essential part of justice. Article 14 of Indian Constitution clearly states that
“The state shall not deny any person equality before the law or the equal protection of
the laws within the territory of India’ The principle of justice is based on ‘parity’ and
‘balance’ The duty of the government is to formulate such a law that equal behaviour 1S
established between the poor and rich according to the need of society and justice can.
be provided on the basis of equality. There should not be a sense in society that ‘Justice
is nothing but positive law of the strong class. The ideologues advancing economic ide-
ology like Marx were apprehensive about the law being in the interest of the economi-
cally rich minority community. o

The class character of Marx’s theory is thus clear: ‘Law is an instrument used bY

the economic rulers to keep the masses in subjection. Even after the establishment ;
of the proletarian dictatorship law will continue to be us 2%

» and to maintain some j i dis
q o ; _ some inequality of dis
tribution, which is unavoidable. Law is an instrument of domination’4 R

13. Supra note 7 ét 65.
14. Ibid. at 398.
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seratie © oS, the laow has Beon eona

i all democratic countries, the law hag been constracted on the baals of "Hquivalence

ST tustice is being necess . ‘ Tt : e

Theoty’ and justice is being uecessible to ull, e Wi ol both Taw g Juatiee fa o end

he difference between the strong class and weaker cluss, "The State s ml(»llrlim: the "pri
TR e S e Mo o ' Rl o prine
ciple of rule of law” and moving forward on the Principle of equivalence 'lI'w myth Is

diluted that justice 18 nothing but positive law of (he strong clanses

India is starting {ree legal aid to follow (he cquivalence princple and Justice is
peing made available to the poor.“The concept of soctal and cconomic Justice s the e
foundation (?t_’t'hc Indian C(mslit;u‘linn. ‘.I,'l)c.s objective is (o remaove ol <H.';pzu»'irl fes inh lndl:;
and t0 provulie cr(l';l“‘l .:’PPOT' tunities to all citizens (or social purposes as well as eco-
nomic activitics. The _(,onstl‘lution is commiltled (o such social justice that it can estab-
lish a welfare state in India. "The Supreme Court of Tndia has established the principle of
equivalence through its many decisions. In case of Asmtrinmisa v. Mehiboob Begam,' the
supreme Court declared the discrimination against the Muslim clags as illegal on the
basis of equality. In the case of Air India v. Nargis Mirza,'® (he Supreme Court declared
the rule made by Indian Airlines unjust and discriminatory. Bricfly, the fact of this
case is that Regulations 46 and 47 of the Air India Employces Service Regulations were
challenged. These service regulations had created a significant amount of disparity
between the pay and promotional avenues of male and female in Air Ilight Pursers
and the Air Hostesses. For instance, under Regulation 46, while the retirement age for
Flight Pursers was fifty-eight years and Air Hostesses were required to retire at thirty-
five years, or on marriage (if they married within four years of joining the service) or
on their first pregnancy, whichever occurred carlicr. Under Regulation 47, this period
could be extended, subject to the absolute discretion of the Managing Director. This
rule was not only considered ruthless behaviour but it was considered an open insult
to the Indian women. So, the court declared the same unconstitutional on the ground
of violation of Articles 14, 15(1) and 16(2) of the Indian Constitution. In the case of
D.S. Nakara v, Union of India,"” the Central Services (Pension) Rule, 1972, was declared
invalid on the basis of violation of equality. Hereby a distinction was made between
nd pensioners retiring after that. ‘The Supreme

Pensioners retiring before a certain date a ’ |
ation of the principle of equality.

Court considered it unfair and arbitrary and a viol
inciple of proportional equalirty
21 in the Maneka Gan;{hz’ case,.
active effort to implement the
Policy. In M.H. Haskat v. State

after’r:l; Supreme Court of India has added thc. pr
e 1970s. Especially after elaborating Article
ptot:ls dircction, the Supreme Court also made in

~i8lons given in the Directive Principles of State

i; ARigsygo
o JR_IR 1981, $C 1820,
AR 1983, 6614, s
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it is necessary to provide free legal

to the poor and incapable of taking legal aid
have taken a revolutionary decision i
hrough Public Interest Litigation
y as an essential element of justice. It ha
s of religion; race, caste, sex, and so on
law to the people at thef
¢ is nothing but positive:

18 the Supreme Court ruled that

rovide justice
d High Courts
equitable society t

of Maharashtra,
aid by the State to P
The Indian Supreme Court an

the direction of establishing an
the right to equalit

haviour on the basi
ts best to bring the

he myth that justic

(PIL) and considering

prohibited unequal be
The court through its decision has tried i

bottom of the society and tried to break t
law of the strong class.

Dependency Theories
e as law. The estab“

l?or its realization, justice depends on Jaw but justice is not the sam
lishment of the State was accompanied by the emergence of well-administered goy

| ?rz.ar‘l:f. Om? o.f the 'main functions of the State is to establish order in society through
Jt? 1c1h 1allldmumstra'uon. The main question that arises before the State is which ju
c L e o
N 615 o d be rendered because justice 1s an indispensable element for a systematic
al so - , :
]ugd L 1C1z‘f)’-.]u5tlce can only be achieved in a well-organized judicial administratios
1 1 : . . .
shoulg emimisTation P rovides justice through orderly machineries, but on what basis
fOllc)Winorialmlzed machinery deliver justice? A main question that arises is whether
g the law or without followin ‘ er
g the law. This question itself - 5
concent that Susti _ itself has arisen from the
o P a Jl?_Stlce should be done according to law’. The concept of ‘justi e ?he
. '1tself raises the question that ‘justice can be done with P ,Jusnce according
administration of justice has adopted either of th without law’. At various times
es
depends on whether there is a deficiency or exc ) tW_O concepts to render justice. It
of justice. ess of discretion in the administration

The administrati i
tion of justice which h
cial justice and justi s ch has deficiency of di i T
J d justice administration with maximumydisc IStc?retlon can be called jud
retion can be called a justi
a justi

power(law) wi R justice wi
) without justice is autocratic’ ithout power (law) is ineffective

¥ Th
. us law and justi
, : us i
justice are interdependen

18. AIR 1978, SC 1548,

’9. DI N'B-
I) - : ] 2 d ) p
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paplel

chap
“dcmd’ that is, is justice only provided by the judicial body or by other administra-

(g POIIC=Cn

(ive illSlllLlll()ll.

pl‘inciplc of dependence is based on the concept that there should be ‘justice

The ,_ -
(o law’ The concept of ‘justice according to law’ itself raises the question

cording
;1(&()1( Toives withevitt 1aw?® Thoeafme h P :

at justice can be done without law’ Therefore, for the proper interpretation of justice
that Juot

Lccording tO Jaw, it is necessary o consider justice without law.
Justice Without Law
justice without law is‘:found in such legal systeni, where the judge has more power of
Jiscretion. That is, the one who carries out justice exercises free will. Such adminis-
ration of justice s not based on predetermined principles of law. The ancient great
philosopher Plato favoured a discretionary administration of justice. In his book, The
Republic, Plato described justice as being based on independent intelligence of best
people, rather than on the basis of the rule of law. Plato was an advocate of lawless
administration of justice. They did not want the judges to be bound by the rules of the
codified law. Plato accepted that the non-law State is excellent for the people, and law
State is the second excellent choice.”® Dean Roscoe Pound, the leading thinker of the
Sociological School has described justice according to law as well as justice without law.
According to Pound, justice can be ensured with law or in the absence of law. According
to law, the meaning of justice is developed and applied by the authority technique.?! On
the contrary, justice without law is administered according to the will and intuition of
idividuals who exercise a wide range of independent discretion in their decision and
is not obliged to follow any definite or any general rule. According to Pound, when the
law is completely developed even elements of justice, without law are found in some
different form. According to him, five stages are found in the present judicial system
of justice without law:?2 first - discretion; second - natural justice; third - equity and
morality; fourth — in case of extreme hardships legislative rules were relaxed based on a .

sense of individual equity; fifth — equitable use of legal principles.

Where justice is not based on law or the law is less used, there the judge. hfas mc.>r_e
discretionary power and such legal system is called judicial system of administrative
lature. It has all the merits of a judicial system of administration; like it is free from

‘chnicy] complications of the law, able to take quick action in cases, be very success-

u in\‘setﬂing small disputes, has flexibility and minimum fo;mality. The funf:tion. of ‘

\ |
2, ;
1 L renoteat 40,

Roscoe p, , ‘ i e e
- ;%€ Pound, Jurisprudence’, Columbia Law Review, vol.

60, no. 8 (D_ecembér, 196(.»? PP- 1124_‘1132; r‘e’a_dl“'_ e
2. I-Pmsad Anirudh, supra note at 195. '
Yid.aeq03, 7
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f positive Jaw, has argued that ‘Law and
d to the other™ Kelsen calls for a ‘clear
e three points in furtherance of

m is to settle disputes peac
place. But, Hans Kelsen, a leading thinker o

i J late
justice are two different things, each unrek

s has mad
i v Ir ] ice I(Clsen thu. hc ' . :
separation of lay f:IOITll)usUCC. % : 1 R
his claim that jUSthC shou Law 15 ¢ E t ut justice

is indeterminate:

the legal syste

Id be separated from Jaw:

s a consideration that is external to the legal

1. Whether or not a law is ‘just’ i

system; and

2. Justice under law simply means that a rule of law must be applied to all cases“

that come within the rule.

Justice According to Law

Justice according to law is applicable in such judicial system Where-t minimum d}SCT‘&L
tionary power exists and the judicial standard is developed and applied by authoritative

technique. It is the judicial system that remains a certainty before the disputes arising

and is applied with equal treatment to all. Where justice is found according to law, the ‘
main qualities of the administration of justice are its uniformity, certainty, fairness and',":l;
equality. The judgments given by the judges are based on certain principles of law and
they are equally applicable to all. Many legalists-are in favour of such administration of
justice, where the system of justice exists according to law. Professor Morris begins with
the proposition that ‘justice is realised only through good law’ (Morris, The Justification
of Law, p. 21).26 Andrew Heywood thinks that ‘people recognise law as binding, and
so acknowledge an obligation to obey it, precisely because they believe it to be just. If
however, law is not administered in accordance with justice, or law itself is seen to be
unjust, citizens may possess a moral justification for breaking the law’?’ Undoubtedly,
there are inherent difficulties in a regime of justice according to law. But we must_,pa,..
a price for order, security and a developed economic order. We must pay a price for a
balance of securit.y; justice in the sense of the ideal relation among men, and mora‘lgi'n
;:;ij:llseizfe:: :tl‘f}i‘:Set}:;j;:’;d:fil}ie;izfment No one of these can be carried out to a

e s. Free individual self-
free activity-on the one hand, and ordered, even-regimented

assertion-spontaneous
cooperation, are both

23. Anthony D'’Amato, ‘On the Connection Be
p. 06. Available at http://scholarlycommons
24, Ibid.at7.
25. Ibid.
26.  Morris Clarence, The Jusification of L 7
; a i - :
Supra note 7 at 484, i f Law (USA, p hiladelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press

27. Heywood Andrew,

tween Law and Justice’ Fq

.law.northwestern.edu/fac iy Wotking Papers. Paper 2 (2011)

ultyworkingpapers/2.

Politi - 1971),
olitical Theory an Introduction (ath, edition, New York: I;algv e S
: ] A rave Macmillan,



ChaPtéT 16—Relation between Law and Justice :

269
agencies of civilization. The law exists to establjg], Justice in
- stice is not possible without law. Judges need aut
ed from local laws and rules.

society. Administration of

l hority for the judgments which he
recelV

status of Justice without Law’ and Justice Accord

ing to Law’ i ;
Justice System 4 w'in Indian

The method of codification of laws hag been adopted in India, The framers of the Indian
Constitution have accepted the objectives of the welfare state in the Constitution. The
State is empowered to make laws using its legislative power to fulfil many objectives
like ensure socio-economic justice in the society; maintain law and order smoothly;
make justice accessible to all, and so on, and the judiciary provides justice by following
that rule. But there are many situations in our judicial process where the judiciary or
quasi-judiciary use the legal as well as prudential power for complete justice. In India,
justice without law is found in the case of equity, in the case of passing judgment in
the public interest, where judicial discretion is required to exercise complete justice.
The Indian Constitution provides discretionary power to the Supreme Court by Article
142. Article 142(1) states that, “The Supreme Court in the exercise of its jurisdiction
may pass such decree or make such order as is necessary for doing complete justice
in any cause or matter pending before it, and any decree so passed or order so made
shall be enforceable throughout the territory of India in such manner as may be pre-
scribed by or under any law made by parliament and, until provision in that behalf is
so made, in such manner as the President may by order prescribe’ Since the past few
years, the Supreme Court invoked Article 142 several times and decided the case to do
the ‘complete justice. Recently, the Supreme Court invoked this Article in Ayodhya case
(2020)% and described its power under Article 142:The phrase "is necessary for c‘iom_g
complete justice” is of a wide amplitude and encompasses a power of equity ‘WhICh is
employed when the strict application of the law is inadeqt.late to proﬁuce a ngst :;H-
come. The demands of justice require a close attention not just to }.aosxtwe l.aw uFtabslz
to the silences of positive law to find within its interstices, a solution that is equI

: . - the application of generally worded laws
and just. The legal enterprise is premised on the apprcats - ot kel
to the specifics of a case before courts. In 1989, the Hon ble ISLCI;prer']T:l‘1r s ees
Article 142 during the infamous Union Carbide case (Bhol;ad naj = egblack hief
Provided relief to the thousands of people who wer’e aff;:cte em: Cogu R i
Bhopal Gas Tragedy. In the said judgment, the Hon'ble u}fqrt to do ‘complete justice it -
“ompensation of $470 million to the victims ob ¢

t stice ]
served o idid
~could even override the laws made by Parliame Lt

nt. But in the case of Unio
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2 the Supreme Court determined its limitation of‘ power under Article
‘1"412)‘;?2“:(5:;’ ethat the 1rjight under Article 142 cannot .be exercw;;(i ggiz l?irslzdalter.
native treatment is available and has been obtained. .'Ihls powe; ous Do s only
when no other treatment is available. All courts in Indjla are veste }v1v1 ; in : eren P;)Wer,
By exercising this power, the court judges in situat'lons where the az:v is tc()mp etely
absent but justice is required to be given to the parties. Tht? Supreme hour e;lcpressed .
its views in the case of Manohar Lal v. Seth Heera Lal,® and 1t.wa§ h'eld that t.he inherent
power has not been conferred in the court. This is a right whlf:h is 1nherent- in the Cquft
because its function is to do justice among the parties before it. Due to soao--ec(')nomlc
changes in India, the court has shown its activism even in cases Wher.e public interest -
is not being fulfilled by the direct legal principle, then the interpretau-on of such legal
principle is being done from the point of view of public interest and giving many funda-
mental rights to the people, especially after the interpretation of Articlesl4, 19, 21 and
32 in active and public interest.

CONCLUSION

After studying the meaning and various aspects of law and justice, it can be said that
there is a relationship between them, and many people agree that there is a close rela-
tionship between law and justice. In those countries where the principle of rule of law
has been adopted, this relationship becomes more important because there is suprem-
acy of the law and all are equal before the law. So law and justice are equally applicable
to all the people of the society without any discrimination. All persons are equal under
the law and no person can be above the law. Judges also get authority for the judgments
from local laws and rule which enact by legislatures and the decision must be according
t? law. @though presently due to socio-economic changes the practice of giving discre-
tion to judicial institutions' has ilncreased, but this discretionary power is also subjeét
iﬁ:iﬁ;i;ﬁ:& t]jlet;elaU:EShlP bet'.wee.n law an‘d Justice is beyond doubt, there is an

etween the two. It is highly believed that they are two faces of a coin.
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