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Abstract
This paper examines the idea of parliament
law in many democratic nations, including t

ary sovereignty, which is a cornerstone of constitutional
he USA and the UK. This essay examines the historical

development of parliamentary sovereignty, its position in modern constitutional systems, and the
challenges it faces now. An in-depth analysis reveals that, given the complex political and legal
landscape of today, parliamentary sovereignty is a dynamic and ever-evolving concept that requires

careful consideration.

Keywords: rule of law, judicial review, legislative sovereignty, magna carta, and constituent assembly

Introduction: ) .
The idea of parliamentary sovereignty, sometimes called the "crown jewel" of the British constitution,
has served as the foundation for the legal and political structures of many democracies. It makes the

argument that Parliament, as the highest legislative body, has unrest.ricted power to enact, amend, and
abolish laws. The purpose of this essay is to give a thorough analysis Qf parliamentary sovereignty by
tracing its historical development, clarifying its relevance and addressing the difficulties it faces.
Parliamentary sovereignty has its roots in mediaeval England. Although thfe monarch had a lot of
Power during this time, he was dependent on the guidance and assistance of his clergx and nobles. To
debate crucial topics like taxes and legal concerns, the king would call these nobles into councils or
assemblies. An early example of a charter that established parliamentary sovereignty 1s the Magna
king's arbitrary powers and asserted certain

Carta, which Ki ioned in 1215. It restrained the
ch King John sier y as we know it today. It established the

!egal rights, even if it did not create parliamentary Sf)ve?reignt \ Wit
idea that the king was subject tO the law. A significant turning point in the development of

Parliamentary sovereignty is often regarded as having occurred with King Edward I's call for the Model
Parliament in 1295. There were delegates from boroughs, counties, and the clergy present. This
increased representation was a precursor to the notion that the consent of the governed was necessary

for laWS tO . . . .
The Coﬂcesf :fl‘a;:i:r.liamemary sovereignty was greatly inﬂuenced by the English Civil War, which
pitted the Parliamentarians, led by Oliver Cromwell, against the Royalists, who V(‘j"g‘;_ supléorters of
King Charles 1. King Charles 1 was put to death as a result.of.the conflict in 1649, and Oliver ¢ romwell
went on to establish the Commonwealth of England. In t_hls time frame, parllamenltaly povze;gggreased
dramatically. In the evolution of parliamentary sovereignty the Glorious R;"O l;é{on ‘} I;"’as a
turning point, It involved William 11l and Mary 11 taking the .thrm;les w ench'slllig h;n;zz ; l:wli;
overthrown, The English Bill of Rights (1689), which further curtglled the m?r(;gfr_ s egnoﬁon thgt fh
Parliamehtary authority, was enacted as part of the settlement. This evegt rsto \; l11 I1l d the notior scholai
monarch ruled with the consent of Parliament. The Works Made by Albert Ve ) ot¥ %
parliamentary

Made a substantial contribution to the development of the coqtemp‘fe}&}r’lt‘;ggﬁz{’ion to the Study of
Sovereignty in the 19th century. Dicey's WO k, particularly in his boo

the Law of the Constitution"” (1885) established three fundamenta] COHCCPtS of parhamentary

SOvereignty:

Ren_OWned constitutional scholar A.V. _

zarllamentary sovereignty in relation to the UK. Dice
e these three guiding ideas, which are as follows:

damental ideas to clarify

loped three fun .
ry Sovereignty

i deve ‘
KD Three Formulas of Parliamenta

y's

- Page. 105
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Parliamentary Supremacy: The highest form of le
which has the ultimate legal authority. This implies that an Act of Parliament cannot be contested or
declared void by any other organisation or entity, even the courts.

No Legal Restraints: Dicey asserts that Parliament is legally empowered to enact and amend any
legislation, and that the legitimacy of such laws cannot be contested by the courts. Put differently, the
authority of Parliament to create and amend legislation is unrestricted by law.

Equality of All Laws: No legislation is outside the purview of Parliament. Dicey believes that
Parliament has unrestricted authority to enact and repeal any law on any topic.

gislation in the nation is enacted by Parliament,

India's Parliamentary Sovereignty Evolution:
In contrast to its equivalent in the United Kj

f colonial legislatures, the British Crown's

itari eft its mar ia' . L .
authoritarian rule left its mark on India's government during thjg time. An important factor in forming

India's conception of parliamentary sovereignty was the Gove Tnd;

. . . mm d the
Fede.ral.Legls!ature, which ha§ the authority to enact legislation eon; ;ta gllci:'ll Actt, 1.935. It creelzlltzs ihe
provincial legislatures. B_ut ultimately, the British Parliament retained final ar topics, as w 047 sav
the end of British sovereignty in India. nal say. August 15, 1947,

government uplike the l?lrc:;:n:jemary Sovereignty.
, oes

sovereignty vested in a single legislative body Rather. i ; not have liamentary
. : . it . par e
made up 9f the l?"U)’a Sabha- (Council of States) anq the lL(lj(vse Sl';ed n the Indjan Parliament, thh, 15
Constitution designates Parliament as the highest legislative 1, i{ a (House of the People). The Indi2”
o .

Parliament the authority to enact laws fo ro rag: Y in Article 79 and Artile 245 grants
Supreme Court of India's judicial scrutj € nation of pq; > Article

L 1y and devotj '8 Or any portion of it. However, the
Constitution place restrictions on India On to the f;

2's legislative g .~ undamenty) 1; hts entrenched in th°
how amendments may be. made. to it. Over time, ch:r‘ierelgmy‘ ¢ Indiap gonstitution stipulate®
accommodate evolving difficulties anq demands, Nota%?s have been made to the Constitution ©°
sovereignty by the 42nd Amendment Act (1976). Parl; Y, the reamble noy, emphosiees Indi a's
India's federal system. State legislat lamenty mpha

ures haye author: Y soverej ; . d

. : 0 . gnty is ence

Parliament has the authority to enact laws on topicg 1rr1lctly (;) Ver issues on tl)lle S?;f: Elifs]tu whereas
uded )

concurrent list subjects are shared. in the Union List. Betwenn the MV
. Betw

nent to p
U

r the entj

Dicey's Triangle of Formulas for Legislative Sov
o aamonar gy O d
constitutional s €Y I his bog) "l Oped b . e etan
sution” i ntr . Y €minent B h jurist
Constitution” (1885). These }11deas are frequently ¢y, s e;)duct}o 0 the Stygy or trll]t;sL;w of the
sovereignty in the UK and other common-]ayy nations. The teSner}[tla] to Comprehezding parliamentaﬁ
Cts of Dj¢
The Parliamentary Prerogative: €Y are as follows:

ereigmy:
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According to Dicey's first principal Parliament is the highest court in the United Kingdom. This implies

rat o othe person o body s e or 1 any giation. a1 h highes
 fin : , , olish any legislation. Parliament is the highest
legal authority in the United Kingdom. Any topic may be brought before Parliament for legislation
and all other types of law—common law, customary law, and legal conventions—are superseded b;:
its laws. The subjects on which Parliament may enact laws are unbounded by the law. Any law can
pass, even if it goes against established precedent or legal precepts. There was no official system in
plgce in the UK for judicial review of legislation at the time Dicey developed this idea. But over time
this feature has changed, and judicial review is now accepted in specific situations. ,
The second principle of Dicey holds that Parliament is exempt from the responsibilities of its forebears
and. successors. laws passed by one parliament cannot be altered or repealed by subsequent '
par'haments. The idea that no Parliament can enact nentrenched" laws that are impervious to further
legislation is reflected in this principle. This idea emphasises how parliamentary sovereignty is ever-
changing. Every parliament has the same amount of legislative power, and no law is ever deemed to
be final or unchangeable. The United Kingdom does not have a formal "constitution" in the
conventional sense, in contrast to certain other nations that have written constitutions requiring specific
procedures for revision. As a result, no law is given particular protection or constitutional perpetuity.
La<.:k of Judicial Review Dicey's third principle, which is frequently linked to the British legal system
fiur_lng his era, posits that an Act of Parliament cannot be questioned by any court or authority. To put
it simply, there is no system in place for judges to evaluate legislation and decide if it is lawful or
constitutional. This principal highlight Parliament's primacy in the legal system. According to Dicey's

concept, courts should not invalidate or contest parliamentary laws, even if they seem unfair or
rinciples have changed over time. The judiciary has

irrational. It's vital to remember that Dicey's p

acknowledged certain types of judicial review in the modern UK legal system, especially when it

comes to instances involving human rights and constitutional issues. Even though Dicey's ideas had a

significant impact on how parliamentary sovereignty was understood, it's important to acknowledge

that the idea has changed and evolved in response to shifting constitutional, political, and legal
rt, and constitutional conventions is a

changes. The relationship between the legislature, the court, :
common topic of discussion in modern parliamentary sovereignty debates, which may lessen the

absolute character of Dicey's original ideas.

an that India cannot directly implement

developed in the context of
fthe UK in that it is governed
ns. But first, let's examine

]]%lcey's concept Indian Context:
Al S two nations' different legal and
h ert Venn Dicey's three parliamentary SO : . \
€ United Kingdom. India's parliamentary sovereignty differs from that o]
utional restrictio

by a federal framework and is subject 1 specific constit i
derstood in the context of India:

OW Dicey's ideas may be modified or un

constitutional systems mean
vereignty ideas, which were

In the Indian setting, Parliament's sovereignty 18 acknowledgftd to some 'degree, although it 1s
cnstaind by the consuton. The Indian O e D iming o o
gislative ing it wi ority to enact, amend, an : .
Spectrum 0??3;{;“?;: g:)i;tﬁmgz,;h:pael:;ti}tlies t{aat parliament cannot pass laws on s;()jeciﬁtc slubjgcl:ts that
21 solely the pur'view of state legislatures (State List) OF both Par!lanientts?e 'SI‘ l?eefuixgdlz ;tel;rtzsl
Oncurrent List). This illustrates how India's government 15 federal m S rutc nnot pass laws that
ghts granted to Indian citizens limit the egislature’s authority. Parliamen e P hi W.a
Violate these fundamental rights, and courts have the authqrity to review and O;:;:;nl:tlvcs e?l‘:cst.ed gh
€ ability to conduct 'udi(;gial ’review the Indian court is able 10 assess WhE 4if it is determined ty
arliament are congsti tugional. The cour’tS have the authority t0 declare a law VOl ed to

e .
Unconstitutional.

Authority of the Parliament:

i

Page. 107
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Lack of Statutory Restrictions:

Similar to the UK, India lacks a specific conce

. pt of legal restrictions on the legislative power of the
parliament. The idea of no legal boundaries is

not without its drawbacks. The Constitution itself lays

,» and amendments require special maj
Indian Supreme Court created the "basic

I . which suggests that although the
constitution is amendable, some of its fundamental ideas and characteristic%gare unchangeable. This
premise subtly restricts the power of Parliament. s

Lack of Judicial Review:

e law and the - ’
law.,

Parliamentary Sovereignty Indian Context:
The influence of judicial interp

Indian populace.
India has a federal system of

government, which div:
legislatures and the federal g Which divigeg th

: . . overnment (Parliame € legislative authority between the $3°
descn?es .thIS selparatlon of powers. The Separation 0?2'0‘3 N €venth Schedyle c)),f the Constitutio”
states limits parliamentary so i : . ers be e
List whereaI; Parliameg is \:lril}%: ty in India. State legislaturestweer.l the federal government and! te
conc,:urrent which allows both housersg szf those on the Unijoy Egztln,:garge of subjects on he StZre
’ government ¢ - Additionall topics

\ Pass laysg. y, some top

freedom of speech, equality, and i

state, including legislation made by Parlia

.2 as
ts. Certain rights, such
review, whereas Parliament posse

> re enforceape against acts of

. i sudicld
review whether laws passed by Parliament , raClty 10 enact I, Ty pqssgsges the power of judi® .
© Constitutiong) " - " Judiciary has the authority *

determined that it infringes upon funda .
men . it 1S
tal rightg Or other Statute may be overturned if I :

the Indian Constitution allows for ap, :

: : L endme Sectio : 0

Parliament and, in certain situations, the approvlzlt] Otp s own. 1S of the constitution. Part X* ¢
0 L

.. . . . OWeVer . . 1
onstituti : ma > on] onty |
provisions of the C Spven though parjjg, . MOty of a0, 1o MY @ special maj rtai
forces. This guarantees that the federa] Structure 4 Ntary oy erei Cgislatureg may amend C€ e
The Indian Supreme Court created the "h,.: Nd tenets of Y €annot be restricted by outs!
Constitution is amendable, some of jtg f“kr)‘?jsalrcnzgu ture doctripe ONStitution are difficult toy Changlz'
idea prevents Parliament frpm Changing the fung, ldeag and Ch,a ot Ic Maintains that although “iS
check on its power. Sovereignty and Judicia] R3vi:]el~]tal Structyre Ofernstlcs cannot be changed- Th
parliamentary sovereignty and judicia] review ];Vm.thel 0
communicate in a way that keeps the balancé betsplte their
Ctw

i
ment. Th s,
sses the cap © India

e € Constitution by serving a5

Constitutional system™ y d

en the . . nINg conflict, they coexist 4"
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government. An examination of the operation of parliamentary sovereignty and judicial review in India

is provided below.

Constitutional Mandate:
The Indian Constitution itself provides the authority for judicial scrutiny. Articles 13, 32, and 226

expressly give the judiciary the power to assess the legality of laws and government actions. In India,
executive actions, administrative decisions, and policies are all subject to judicial review in addition
to legislative acts. The judiciary is able to review the full range of government actions because of its
broad purview. Protecting the fundamental rights of citizens, as stated in Part 111 of the Constitution,
is one of the main functions of judicial review in India. A law passed by Parliament may be ruled
unconstitutional by the courts if it infringes on fundamental rights. Indian courts frequently evaluate
laws and actions using the proportionality theory. This idea makes sure that the government doesn't
overly restrict people's rights and liberties and that its acts are appropriate for the purpose for which

they are meant.

Supreme Legislative Authority: . ‘ '
Article 79 of the Indian Constitution designates Parliament as the nation's supreme legislative body.

Parliament may enact, amend, or repeal legislation relating to the topics listed in the Seventh Schedule
of the Constitution. India's federal system of gov'ernment places restrictions on parliamentary
sovereignty. The Seventh Schedule defines the division of legislative authority between the federal
government (Parliament) and state governments (State Legislatures). Both houses of government can
pass laws on some topics because they are concuqent. Although Parliament's jurisdiction is
unrestricted by external laws, the Constituti'on itself outlines a process fgr a}mending it. Only a special
majority in Parliament and, in some situatlon§, the apprpval of the majority of state legislatures are
required to modify certain parts of the Constitution. This guarantees the preservation of the federal
system and fundamental constitutional values. One of the most important checks on Parliament's
authority is the judicial review process. It guarantees that Parliament does not act in a way that is at

odds with the essential framework of the Constitution or infringes upon the citizens' fundamental

rights. The judiciary is essential to maintaining the rule of law and safeguarding the principles of the
constitution. Parliament has the authority to overturn legislation even if it conflicts with fundamental

principles.

Preservation of Core Principles:
Judicial review keeps Parliament
fundamental rights, even if it is S
between the ideas that no authority,
and that Parliament has the power to €

from changing the core structure of the Constitution or violating
till the ultimate legislative body. A careful balance must be struck
including Parliament, is above the Constitution and the rule of law
nact laws through the relationship between judicial review and

parliamentary sovereignty. India's parliamentary sovereignty has had to contend with a number of
modern issues that have changed throughout time. These difficulties are a reflection of how Indian
democracy and government are evolving. It's c;umal to remember that.t}'nngs have changed muc‘h more
since then. The following are some of the major challenges that India's parliamentary sovereignty is

currently facing: T . )
l.Consti);utionfl Limitations and Judicial Review: The Indian judiciary's judicial review authority and
e occasionally seen as infringing upon parliamentary

its role in i ing the Constitution ar : : :
e verturn laws established by Parliament may cause a rift

sovereignty. The power of the iudiciary to O _ > :
betweerg1 t}{e two ra’lrms of govémment. It is still difficult to strike a balance between Parliament's

et ) e ey o itutional values. The judiciar
legislative authority and the judiciary's respon51b1]1ty to protect COl'lStl' | Ju y
hag; alw\zllysal;ﬁg(;lrl]ighted tha'tJ upholding the separation of powers principle and safeguarding the

) LT . . t.
Constitution and fundamental rights are its most concerned aspec . '
2.State autonomy and federalism: Sovereignty disputes may arise from India's federal structure, which

divides legislative authority between the federal government and the states. There are times when states

UGC CARE Group- 1 age. 109
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believe that national laws or policies are undermining their autonomy. To keep the balance between

the federal government and state legislatures, it is crucial to uphold the constitutional division of
powers and use cooperative federalism to address the problems of the states.

3.Intricacies of coalition politics: With several parties pursuing disparate interests, India's coalition

politics have made governing more complicated. Occasionally, this mij i islative
deadlock, which makes it difficult to pass signifi Y, this might result in legi

icant legislation. To h i i ented
by coalition politics and make sure that crucial le andle the difficulties P

DO . gislation is not d i ip and
consensus-building techniques are required. elayed, effective leadership

i i . as a che ernment's
actlong. To ensure thorough parliamentary €Xamination, it ig imperative tf)ka?t'tfhe go;/i oy
committees, promote yv.e]l-lnformed debates, and augment the role of th ortify par e
government accountability. Ol the opposition in ensu

5.0bstacles to Dissent and Free Speech: The .

scrutiny due to instances of stiﬂipgpdissent ands?rf:eg L;;re(::f ife fl;;d?mental rights' has come u:lttil:
right to free speech may be.c0n51dered violations of legiSlativegs ova 10n and practices that llml.ke ;
bglan?ce between the protection of fyeec.io.m of expression ang disse f reignty. It is CrlthE.ll to strl <
Finding the ideal balance between judicial scrutiny and legal n gmd qatlonal security concerm>
focus. Protections is a problem that requires

7.Concerns about the environment an
fairness, environmental sustainabilit
fields like economic policy and envir

Winal:
d economy: [y d‘makmg Process.

onmenta] Protectiop

challenge to develop thorou frequent . n
stakeho%ders, protectg the envigrl:)nanrignrvzgglézts‘ﬁrt-om legisqlatioriytgzrebzggsd effte; ts. li . afsor;sma
J es ces the interes

8. International Accords and Liabilitie cConom;

about how they may affect parl; ; h
for modiﬁcatigns toynationarl) lzllzlr:;ptary Sovereignty may syrf; reaties and agreements, conoe™
adhere to national legal framew%)rks ;01(11. ;t can be difficyy|; to m:Ce. These agreements frequently cas
is a crucial function of Parliament W'?h trzlrllg?énemal constitution:l ?3? lthalt{ international agreemzﬁtS
i ’ Tence als. Ratifyj h agreem
9.Parliamentary decorum and norm . acco o atifying such agr
by the deterioration of parliament: arecb?mg €roded: The a;,l ;tab.lhty Process. J
parliamentary sovereignty less effec?i,veu]tl}llre and tra itiong inalrha'mem Operates has been impactl?ze
of deference to parliamentary institutio;lS :011(]?’ to Overcon;ingctlﬁ?mg disruptions. This may H]]tire
. . . . H 1 S .
legls}atlve };e,p\];e'relgnty of India may be Cha“enoégng to Standarqg :r?gtacle 1s tp promote a crzlu .
treaties, which impose external lega] frameworyg th Nternationa) hu Productive discussio t's
odds with !ocal laws or policies. This assessme At must pe foll man rights commitmen
rights treaties and‘ obligations pose 3 threat tq Inc?-t EXamineg the v OWed even when they may be an
10.Global Commitment: India voluntarily i 1a's arliamem ays in which international hum

committing itself to the obligations get forth llng?]f interngg; onal | ry Sovereignty:
ese

: : . 3 :0NS
on parllamentary.s.overelgnty since nationg] | o R AN rights treat es and ¢ Om,en.no.nl1
obligations. Realising the value of interng ioigllslati()n heeds tols can be interpreted asarestf‘c"n |
: : . a K . .
f;equiritll)' ;nga;geg lmt “:e":jatlolf}al treaties apqg o aboratjqy, ,:: mMply with these mtematlodia
ought. Indian legislators and polic : umap S,
l ly with international dutiae - <o"S Meed to 1S only g oo E0ts concerm®, e
aws comply with i al duties in orqe, to pr Ckle thig diffiey] ter giving them conside i
Cvent conf: Cu ty . domes
Nflictg Y making sure that

s: As India Joing international
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11.Conflict between International Obligations and Domestic Laws: There are situations where

national laws and customs conflict with international human rights norms. Tensions may arise between
India's adherence to international human rights standards and its sovereign power to enact laws when
this happens. When it comes to settling disputes between national laws and international commitments,
Indian courts—especially the Supreme Court—play a critical role. The judiciary has the authority to
interpret the Constitution in a way that harmonises domestic legislation with international human rights
standards. Legislative changes can also be necessary to bring domestic laws into compliance with

international standards. .
12.Judiciary Review and Implementation: The judiciary may be given the authority to assess whether
uman rights commitments when such obligations are

domestic laws are in line with international h
integrated into Indian law by legislative or judicial rulings. As a result, the judiciary may overturn or

amend laws passed by Parliament. Under the judicial review principle, Indian courts frequently assess

the constitutionality of laws by comparing them to international human rights standards. This may put

parliamentary sovereignty in jeopardy, but it also guarantees the rule of law and the preservation of

human rights. . : e
13.Values of the Constitution: A number of the values found in the Indian Constitution itself, such as

freedom of speech, the right to equality, and the prohibition _agaiqst d.iscri.mination, are in line with
international human rights standards. In the event that domestic legislation 1s co.ntested on the basis of
human rights, these constitutional provisions may limit _par'llamentary' sovereignty. Interpreting the
Constitution and making sure that national laws follow 1ts. ideals are important tasks fpr the mdian
court. Assuring that the Constitution continues to be the ultimate law of the land necessitates striking

a careful balance between constitutionalism and parliamentary sovereignty.
hought that India is not living up to its duties, its

14.Foreign Coercion and Diplomacy: When it is t ' : ts d
an rights standards may occasionally result in pressure or criticism from

adherence to international hum ards ; .2 . N
other countries. This may put the administration 1n a difficult political position and affect its ability to
make policy unilaterally. These difficulties can be lessened with the assistance of diplomatic talks and
interactions with foreign allies. India can maintain its sovereignty while addressing issues through

positive discourse and talks.
15.Implementation and Capacity 2
constraints may all make it more difficult

ty at Home: Cultural diversity, administrative capabilities, and resource
for India to carry out its domestically mandated international

human rights duties. Ensuring adherence to gl.obal sta_mdards might .present difficulties. In order to
successfully carry out its commitments under international human rl(%ht.s .llaw, the government must
allot resources, develop capacity, and raise awareness. The med.la aln Cthl t§oclect)' orfgailm}?atlons ire
also involved in lobbying for compliance and keeping an eye on 1mp ementation. Careful changes that

. i indivi i flaw, and democracy are needed
st ion of individual rights, the rule o , :
rike a balance between the protect s, e s, mumerous ocracy are needed

to address India's parliamentary sovereignty concern : nuMErous
been put forward tg improve par,liament's operation and fortify democratic institutions.
The following a f d suggestions: _ .

re a few reforms and sugg '
L. Stfengthei the function and efficiency of parllamentary committees 0 cl}?se.ly examine laws,
policies, and government actions. These committees ought t0 have enough time, money, and
experience heir duties well. ‘ o
2.Question tl?l;?;rly{;‘l;;tns- Make the Question Hour better by maklng sure ﬂ:jat ml?lsteri respopd to
queries from lawmakers ir; a timely and thorough manner. put in place procedures to maxe ministers
accountable for unresponsive responses: ) , e
3.Dispersion of le:tlfgrity Empofvering Local Entities: Give mumcnpall:}estggs ie;r;cl:;gats(;tg;iil?cfl
self-governing entities additional authority and rggourczsgoie;gl‘::; lasrflcle e c?oser 2 th:
i L isions :
Improve local participation and guarante€ that dec o extensive reforms

. i litics, im
people.4 Legislative Reforms: T0 Jessen the impact f)fmoneydl.n p(:n]](; J onagons. 5. Criminalization of
to electoral funding. Increase the openness of polltlcal spending

L osecutions of politici
Politics: Hasten the legal procedure and create specmllsed courts to handle pr p ians
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accused of crimes more quickly. People who are bein
allowed to run for office.

6.Proportional Representation: To improve the inclus
take into account electoral system reforms like prop
7 Function of the Opposition: Acknowledge and
government responsible. Assure the availability of j
opposing parties.

g investigated for major crimes should not be

ivity and representation of the legislative process,
ortional representation.

served as soon as possible. Improve the judiciary'
structural changes. The establishment of systems for Judicial accountability is necessary. These should
include open and transparent procedures for managing complaints directed at Judges

9.Reforming Anti-Defection Laws: To achieve a bala ; )

party discipline, make sure that lawmakers are able to vote in the best interests of their constituents
and that the law does not suppress dissent.

10. Right to Information: To guarantee openness in . to
enhance public accessibility to information, the Right to Informatiop, (RTI) A“:'l?:;]klnlgdpl;roctessnest }?::ed.
Establish and provide the Lokpal (ombudsman) and Lokayuktas with th c ; Ould be lS rek gmo >
handle allegations of public official corruption at the state level © authority to look 1

11. Simultaneous Elections: To cut do )

investigate the possibility of holding si
Lok Sabha, the country's parliament.
12.Campaign Finance: Put in place policies t

. .on (S 1 2 b . n1 n
finance transparency, and lessen the influence of black money j Xpeq(i_lture limits, increase campaig
13. Reforms to the Constitution: To maintai

political horse trading, think about reviewing or modify; le.gISlat.o 'S to voice dissent while avoiding
14 Federal Reforms: Examine and eluci

governmental decisjop

wn on election-r

elated Costs an
multaneous electi

d disruptions to governance,
ons for the state

legislative assemblies and the

Conclusion:
A fundamental component of constity
parliamentary sovereignty. This guiding
relevance and difficulties. The conce
with democratic societies in order to

tional law 'in th
: ¢ UK a .l
SonCept is Complicateq ;?Sds Many other democracies is Sti!

Ptand practice of 1, 1: ®en by its historical developmen'
satisfy the de parllamema

Ty soverej along
: . . ma : gnty must change
purpose of this research paper is to clarify the complex 233 t'f_md 1c}ealS of the tWen}’:y-ﬁrst century. The
and the contemporary governance debate. allonship betwe

®N parliamentary sovereign®y
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