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ABSTRACT

The fundamental law of the land of any nation is its Constitutios, Consequently Constitutional Law is a
subject of paramount importance. Every Constitution provide for itc ‘amendment’. {t is made with a view
to overcome the difficulties which may encounter in future in the working of the constitution. I felt the
need of doing this research work as to sufficiently and clearly understand the basic procedure for bringing
any change in the constitution through the concept of constitutional amendment in different countries
such as US.A., U.K., Australia and Canada with special reference to the Constitution of India.

In dealing with this subject of my research, I have also come across the concept of the “Doctrine of
Judicial Review” being used by different constitutional machineries of some of the world constitutions in
determining the competency of such constitutional amendments. However there are some constitutions
which do not provides for its judicial review. Then how such countries carried out the process to
determine the constitutionality of any constituiional amendments nndertaken by them? [ have tried to
explain the answer to the question in a plain manner in my research work in the best possible extent and
as per my capability of fair understanding of such subject for which I have researched for.

I crave the indulgence of the readers of any error or imperfection which might have, despite the best
possible endeavors’, crept in this research work. Any suggestion, correction or improvement of my

research work in this work shall be gratefully welcomed.
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ABSTRACT

The power to grant a pardon is derived from a constitutional scheme which has been rested by the citizens
of a country in the head of the State who appreciates high status and such force lays on the exhortation
offered by the official to President. The absence of any gauges or keeps an eye on the activity of the mercy
power has not placed the Indian arrangement of justice and equity in an advantageous position. The present
changing political atmosphere underscores the requirement for the chief exercise of mercy power. Harsher
condemning gauges and open assumption for the death penalty have brought about an expanding number of
capital punishment cases finding their way into the forgiveness procedure. The Article 72 gives a
constitutional structure and a short outline of the cause and nature of the pardoning power and tries to
analyse a few issues deciding the extent of pardoning intensity of the President under the Indian constitution
with unique reference to the judicial interpretation of the constitutional power to grant pardon. Further, this
paper provides a brief discussion of pardoning powers existing in the United Kingdom, the United States of

America, Canada, Russia, and France.

Key Words: Pardon, Commutation, Reprieve, Respite, and Remission.

Introduction

The pardoning power is an essential component of even the absolute best system of laws in several countries
in the world. The power to grant a pardon is the instrument of mercy and the best approach to address those
grave treacheries either on their realities or by the unforeseen acﬁvity of the criminal laws that basically
should be helped. The granting a pardon is a demonstration of dexterity from the executive power that
mitigates the discipline requested by the law for the offense and blame of the offender. The absence of any
norms or keeps an eye on the activity of the clemency power has not placed the Indian arrangement of
equity in an advantageous position the present changing political atmosphere underscores the requirement
for the chief exercise of the clemency power, harsher condemning gauges and developing open slant for the
death penalty have brought about an expanding number of capital punishment cases finding their way into
their clemency procedure. That a person who has committed a crime or has been convicted for an offence is
entitled to pardon if he wishes to seek and if the same is granted, it is called an act of clemency, which

forgives the wrongdoer and restores the person's civil rights.
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