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IV R YIS TS T ARTIG o SfieH 3 Gerd ST o1 Sifom 37 staftard-ier & 2, STt e siferem o ge sramn
— ToRIva: WTe TAT SR ST o AR — % |1 ATfheh AT 3cq=1 Ll 8l A T O R STl | Hegas
UfcreTRer ST, HUT-oh HEATTeahTl (T2 14, 19, 21) 3 AT S8k ZHU, AT AT Jar= H forshiird "geis & geiwad"
Torgia i amenTelia foreiioat 1 forswoTTess wiefor saT 8| o § SfaeireTenen 3R gemieren <8 faaiai ot qerronss awten
o WA AT A<, TG qaIg SR S U HAHAT" e AR AT 9 ST ST =T 2] frshs o 7% 7o
ST forer T @ o fepde wvenfen Afrerar ot AR i 3 fowg 8, ST soe worm W Asfeass g o fremft gem
fEH 2

TG VIsa: Yegog, AT AT, HeTiHendl, ST=ese 21, Toiv H Geivie, =Tiieh foeimfe, erefen Afcrehar, S7owre gum|
1. SeaTEAT: gegde, o e g freffed faferer wfren & sfia Amifer & wmoft st a7 «ft ket ST &, e |
STl fefiq Heriferen foraareae S8t H STUHT S TEdT &1 ATY(eh G-k Alehal H, STl UsT ol TUH Fdsd T
SfteleT S TG 3T TeT ShaeAT €, YIS shi Tefell Tofel: & TE o B H AT S 21 AT Sferer oh 3= 21 H "Sfie 3R
ST T oAl SRR HEd 8, S8 Heled =ATITer § SHI-EH 0 shalct SiTa o SRR o &9 |, MU "EHHYE
Sftat S o SRR (right to live with human dignity) % &9 § =ReTRa foram 812 37 it # gegge w mii
Tk 55 SUTT ST §: T I8 T S S shl TSN ST &, SET ST sl quTe s AT Afcreh ST Hei~res STem T
2

9 XY T 1 9T T Ig & Toh A1 G WA |iorenr shl {eT WaHT (basic structure), ForTs: AT TiHT, HH1AT
ATYRR 3R e & AR & ATY dlfcheh €T & ATHSET [T 81 I H Igia fgdiaes didr W e auiHTes,
fopsuonTeneh T qeTere &, o =fass ol Jemfies Srae™, seheiiess Jehrd 3 amaTaesR fel i e
FifId 812 30 5 T & I 3 I, ST o 90T 111 37K = i STt 7o €ifid 2|

2. ﬂ?}lﬂ'&'wﬁ'ﬁmﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁw : TRATT weed (Historical Perspective: Indian Context)

2.1 I 9RdTT deifa

T AR Tl § JoIes 1 Socia 3Hawd fierar v, fohg a8 wed sifom foerea o w0 # <wm mn #3eyfa SR ifeed
eI | TS T e T SO o] TTOIES H1 ATHR ST 0T, T T & & (royal pardon) 3T IS 3T Towrg
off T w9 § e off|* 59 TR, ST Rt 2R | 32 o Sevd iRig § SAfhe STt G ST e
QAT o)

2.2 situfrafiTe Jenfes e

HTYeF TR H HcgaS 1 ATk &9 1860 H AT € HgaT (IPC) o ST 3 ATl STH §3T| ATS Hehtet (Lord Macaulay)
1 STEHEAT ATl 3 WUl  UWT 302 H HoggS I AT (criminalization) T =0 €T o &9 H Feffed form®
eI &8 FTshRAT |, 1898 (CrPC) H Wi sht {1 |rT=rd: i 3 off, Sit =rarer o foTe Jegae i srerfies forse
FATT off| 38 YRR, ST href deifa Sfaemremess Jafa w menfed oft, fe wads wia # e ® s foram mm)

246 |Page


http://www.cognitivethinking.in/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Cognitive Thinking: An International Journal of Interdisciplinary Studies
Vol. 2, Issue-2 (April-June, 2026), pp.246-249, ISSN: 3107-5088, www.cognitivethinking.in

2.3 wigam-swreia uftad=

1950 H HfereIT o SfTehLor o T, foreio: ST=d 21 % SATUHR & (ambit) H FegdS T T TR HTieh FeAtell a1
81 1973 T < Wiskar Sfedr § Hecaqul §ie s 4T 354(3) A AL 2hl 113 foh =ATATeTd Feges avlt QT Sef " fori shror
(special reasons) TR &; 34T S{ia-EE (imprisonment for life) € fatfea foram smom® oz d@stiem ard detfa &
SITCITTer & G T A T e fob FoTiersk shaw o, fohg are afterd 7ot @l

3. TR, TRAT 3R =TIk sarear

3.1 TALTTR HEATIIRTI W Zeharal: AT ST o 7ot Giel § 3o 21 T haet Sia o AR hl T <aT 2, 3Afug
TEH W AT (human dignity) 37 3109 33 ffed 217 wei=a =amarer 3 #.949. ggeard] 4 g €qg fora for wrefi i
T shT HATCHT &, ST 3109 14, 19 3R 21 % A1 AN &9 & T 21° Fegee, S UsT gRI Sie o AR T Fegot
R Tafead-ter d= 2, Torm gua e T 37 3T 21 i |TemT o foeg, Sdftd gt 2

3@@3 14 "EETAT % SRR Y TR AT 7, SR F 9. Taregr® qun TRe0 | = 7 e e (arbitrariness) Eal
HHIAT SR F foeg AT 21 FeIES o TR0 H, i 38 (for "qei & qeivad” S8 3o AIes T R o 2,
IFTTIE 14  ICIEH T W SATIH &I & 7= 3| Tl Tohe, 31=ave 19 | fafvr wiferss waamd ffed €, ofit 31 sifererd
% ey 3‘1@%‘@ 21 éwrrqawqﬁw (doctrine of harmonious construction) 3hT STTETIRAT 3eq=T Bt

3.2 SgHTe =aiies Aot

(%) TTHIE 187 TATH I TGV T (1973): T8 FHOT H Tid-Haei 1 HaeT die 5 Jegas i Hodiehal i sH1S @l
=R = e froter fear for wegds srg=ese 21 1 Secio Tel 8, it 7 "forfer gr wonfud gfsham (procedure established
by law) o Sfert form e de 2112 fofq et =mamerr = "l (law) i wehif smen 6, Sit e # amer et # foega g8
(@) TSIZ THTE FATH 3T TG97 A5 (1979): <APH[ A1.3TR. F1 2R HT S T A Tega€ T 71 ST I FhreT
graw%ﬁa%ﬁm%aﬁw&ﬁﬁwaﬁﬁmw%aﬁrmlﬁﬁﬁﬁa (pre—meditated)ﬁ%,?ﬁﬂ@?@@aﬁa
14 37 21 T Sooto 3114

() ToT Tig TTH TS ST (1980): IE G Hecd (Ul R 8| Hortes N3 (4:1 9gHd) 7 eIES i IS
T2 ¥, %b_gf ) "g?f‘q ) gﬁﬂ?ﬁ?" (Rarest of Rare) et § € wifea fomm® SgHd I "GTH;%EB <" (collective
conscience) ST ST T WTWT‘S@‘&T" I TFES T ﬁiﬁ’l’l’qﬂﬁq@ et ShT STEAL (dissent) W%C_ﬂﬁ
1 FTElt STt 3 T 9§ e o Fegde ST 14 3TN 21 1 SeieM B, i A el oy st T o it aar &
3R IS S Tde T 216

(9) AeHTereeR T GTa T (1983): 56 (i § wallea =Arerer A "gev § geivad" frgia =i ui=r fafere sifte 4
eI 9 foam, fores amfeer seand, gafa geamd, T <ht gee & wwerg, s1au, el st i ge 311fe wftafr 817
(%) TATY FAR TAITIIVT TRAR FATH TERTE 75 (2009): 38 (01 T Feited = § T o foh g & frofat
T =Rk STEHT (inconsistency) STHe & 3T "Wﬁgﬁﬂﬁq” WW@@WW@E@‘?&?W@W@W%PS
(T) ITFET FTETH TATH TRA G (2014): 30 Fofr T wdi=e =mmer 3 78 Hr=ra1 5&H i foh 24 A1fereht (mercy petition)
T fofr & e focts (delay) " T A" (death row phenomenon) <hT ShTXOT ST g, e 21 % foeg 2110
3.3 BT AfehaT 3R ATa it

Tardi fig?° 3R F.ug. ggzzmﬁﬂ T T "G Afdear (constitutional morality) T Tl i TS T <l
AT ST 7ET 81 HawTien Sfcendr o1 o1t ® T Tsa o aefl S 10 fRamenaral § Wl i, gear SR S &
HAIHR T Haltoa TAHeRAT 3| TLE, ST TST ZRT T AT o S 1 TSR 37d i 6 IR 8, 38 dautth
Sifcrerar 3 @Ter wTvSR T F § STEw T R

4. aey A faroer o aeh: uﬁrvﬁ%ranwgsm (Arguments for and Against: Retributive vs. Reformative)

4.1 9% ¥ Teh: FoIaS el H eaa: A fgia wfatied o ST €1 s, Stasmareres fagid (Retributive Theory),
WW@@WW(Immanuel Kant)%ashﬁﬁw%,wm%%mﬁaﬁmméswﬁagﬁw
Afereh &9 & =arrETd 8122 fadta, FRwes fgid (Deterrent Theory) 78 3Ta AT @ foh RIS sht wATSRdT ST STORITRRIT
=1 ekl 21 T, HTHTIST ST (Incapacitation) 3T deh & foh Hegae SToRTelt shl Tl &9 & TSI § qeh T <l 2
4.2 foraer @ aeh: GUWIesh ST (Reformative Penology) 3 SHIehT T T8 e I8 © foh s o1 Iz STqurelt o =

247 |Page


http://www.cognitivethinking.in/

Cognitive Thinking: An International Journal of Interdisciplinary Studies
Vol. 2, Issue-2 (April-June, 2026), pp.246-249, ISSN: 3107-5088, www.cognitivethinking.in

T G AT ST <N, 7 FoF Sereht fommeT it STvas=r STeT (empirical studies) & I8 SHTIOI 2 T[T & o gode
ST 3TYTY & o sfie 13 (e FRieres @eier (correlation) &Y 212

AT GITERIVN &, HIES T "F, AT TR HATHHSHE @S (cruel, inhuman and degrading punishment) #HT
ST &, ST ARG H 6 foreg. 21 21feh wecaqut g & o6 =6 Af (judicial error) 3 HWTEHT & SR 2! fofa ST

Tehar, 3R ety st il ger sTafEd= (irreversible) BTt 212 Wﬁwmﬁwa’ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁaﬁ

Sl TUTeIT alTed ShIl HETRIT (legal aid) ST 3TWTe Tl €, S6@ Hegeg # =i eI (class bias) Ffed 21

5. WI'&IE‘%I’H”T%’QT, gﬁ'ﬂT IR ﬂﬂﬂT&W?fﬁﬁ'ﬂT (Judicial Arbitrariness, Error & Human Rights Challenges)

5.1 "gAAN § TAVAW" H SATRTNE SRAAT: YT =Tfeh 3ferd # qeIee o Tohol § Feiersh i HidT "goiv &

gervan fagla i sreqwdn 81 =i et 3 aree g § 1 sraedfd H 3ok € e o o I8 HHdS 3o 3w g foh

Tk ATt shi "getw afkafa qet el sht e & wend! 212° Ha $AR ARIRT H wdiee =ArETerd | Eiehi

(grey area) T STTURON forehrfya shr I "3TTSiie e fomT fEms” (life imprisonment without remission) EIREETS

AT fera|

5.2 TGt ot 1T Y ST ST AT TR vairg: Ui fafer fepafommer, fawedt (NLU Delhi) 3 Project 39A % Death

Penalty India Report, 2016%%%%%5@@'“%5[ e T H s, e s ot sreufurfer

=Tk §1°° A T LS W AT TR WIS Jag ol ¥ LT 8] Jieid TR, 31\% SATHEHYT (false confessions)

I I SFFHUM T[T | & ek ot Bl b1 @orr waiiferss Tt 21 Irgpe #7° % Fehor § HifeAn g iR

TTEST{h GalTd & T = =12k Uik i feueram o wearfog @mmm

5.3 3T T BAHAT (Death Row Phenomenon) SR AT i 11?{!3‘6’ i sifon fafer i saffeaar & <« o 9

STeftedT s oY I ATGHT T S U AT el STl 81 I Flgr! H Seliedl =rarerd 3 7= &1 foh I Ag=ea 21

% foreg 21 71 e Hegde i ArEar- e weRfy Bt ST T R )

6. Freehet o TeTTa: ITIh fereor & 7% ek foraheram 2 fob e smmegfreh sl wvenferah civehat oY et TarT o |rer

T TR 81 U, T ¥ qeran” RAgia Uk S I HIES o T U =ATeree- T qeaie se T T E, S

HTTT 14 o THIAT o5 SRR ST AT HIEIaT o Fgia o1 Soeter ) T, = e i AufErt dvremT SR ey

ek <l BT o STUREAHTT TN TS ol 0 STTAH € 3T & T ATIeh TR THE A 3 2| qfter, Tare-es 3fciehar it

WW%%@H%W&W@ 3T (uncivilized) ST Tyt (regressive) e

TS (Suggestions):

1. Torameft gem: Wit g wfedr, 1860 i 9T 302 3R g8 oAt HfedT, 1973 T 9T 354(3) ¥ ERME X IS
uTy {3 ST TS ia SRET (life imprisonment) aﬁ,ﬁuﬁﬁg@aﬁrwmﬁmoaﬁﬁuﬁaaﬁw%wﬁ
forenfra foram St

2. Ty &g fAuivur aEE (Sentencing Guidelines): "gﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬂ?m" £l mmﬁagw%gwam@wsmj
AT ST, Fore SToRTe ST STreft Y ATas o aq(s AT9es i il

3. ST HETAAT T YEEIRTUT: IS o HIHA! H HAIhI hl Teloal U alTet SIHelT SATehrAl hl Har giferd =t
ST, foreea: 37dier I THterr o Jedieh Tl W

4. Jefeush g8 Nisd-3Treh agel! (Victim-Offender Mediation), T shiishH STR STTSTa HITE hi Sicare|

5. SAYTIeR ATTehaT o ATET SHIATA: W TR ! HAHTI fdshaT (constitutional morality) 3T S arfrca
o TTIERT H qehTel egee oh SANT TR SAHTEeRTeA ek (Moratorium) i EIS0TT 3T =iy

3qq:, I8 I 9T Tg q¢ Hd gfquried star & T 11?\’333‘5’ Ush 3K (uncivilized) ST Srfarmet (regressive) 38 HE D)

ST T L """ (revenge) &I, &ﬁ'g[ """ (justice) 3R "YU (reform) HECIEY]
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