LEGAL INSIGHT
(MARCH, 2015, ISSUE 2)
A DIP INTO THE SEA OF KNOWLEDGE
Editorial
As quoted by Aristotle, ‘At his best, man is the noblest of all animals;
separated from law and justice he is the worst’. Hence the significance of
law can never be undermined. The relevance of law is not confined to only
preventing and deterring crimes of passion but it also plays an indispensable
and dynamic role in regulating the economic and commercial markets. In fact
one cannot imagine any field which is divorced from law. Rule of law is the
cornerstone of all flourishing economies. The current issue deals with
proposed reforms in labour laws and its implications for industry and labour.
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LEGAL INSIGHT
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A DIP INTO THE SEA OF KNOWLEDGE
EDITORIAL:
If I were to name one major stumbling block in the justice delivery system, which has

grave implications on the psyche of the common man, it is the tedious procedure involved
therein. To quote Thomas Sowell, “You will never understand bureaucracies until you

understand that for bureaucrats procedure is everything and outcomes are nothing.” The
tediousness of procedure affects the dissemination of justice at mainly two stages: a) at the point
of access i.e. at inception stage and b) during the stage of trial.

The current issue of Legal Insight Online News Bulletin focuses on the issues in the
effective implementation of Consumer Protection Act and studies the shortcomings in the
implementation of Consumer Protection Act and the proposed changes to enable consumers in
India to realize the motto ‘Consumer is the King’ in letter and spirit.
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LEGAL INSIGHT
(JUNE, 2015, ISSUE 4)
A DIP INTO THE SEA OF KNOWLEDGE
Editorial:
The current issue of online law bulletin ‘LegaL InsIght’ focuses on Centre-State
relations with special focus on the recent controversy between Delhi Governor Lieutenant
Najeeb Jung and Delhi Chief Minister Arvind Kejriwal. The controversy highlighted the
ambiguity in the distribution of powers between the Union Government and Delhi State
Government which if not clarified could lead to a constitutional crisis.
The focus of the current issue is to apprise the reader of the genesis of the conflict
between the Lieutenant Governor and Chief Minister of Delhi, the reasons underlying
thereunder and the need for Supreme Court’s clarification on the same.

Centre-State Relations With Reference To
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