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ABSTRACT: The act of empowering or allowing a person to act on behalf of the person who has given him 

that authority, or to function as that person's agent or delegate, is known as delegated legislation. Delegated 

law refers to the vast quantity of laws enacted by government agencies under the authority of Acts of 

Parliaments and the Governor-General, who delegated this power to agencies. Since 2005, this kind of 

legislation has also been known as Subordinate Legislation or Statutory Instruments. Delegated law refers to 

legislative power held by an official lower in the legislative hierarchy or who is subservient to the Legislature. 

A delegated law, also known as an auxiliary statute, is a piece of legislation enacted by someone other than 

Parliament. By an Act of Parliament, Parliament may authorize someone else or another entity to enforce it. 

An Act of Parliament establishes a distinctive or unique rule structure that seems to contain a statement of the 

Act's purpose. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1.Constitutional control over delegated legislation 

The contemporary democratic concept requires that legislation be passed in parliament by a 

proportional vote of the people. The concept of a "government of the people, by the people, 

and for the people" is central to democratic constitutionalism. All general standards are 

approved by parliament in the ideal "legislative state." The fact that the latter cannot transfer 

authority is "universally recognized as essential to the integrity and preservation of the 

constitutional form of government." In the twentieth century, the democratic ideal of the 

nineteenth century collided with the technical reality of the "administrative state." Modern 

legislatures simply do not have the time or knowledge to "learn all the intricacies of tea 

chemistry and packaging in order to define the exactly allowed limits of dust, artificial 

colouring, and the like that might impact acceptability for eating." Industrial societies needed 

a "motorized legislator" who could speed up the regulating process, which they found in the 

executive branch[1]. The emergence of the legislating executive "represents one of the most 

significant changes in constitutionalism," according to the author. Executive law would 

become the numerical norm in the administrative state. As a result, executive legislation may 

come from two places. It may be a constitutionally given ‘autonomous' regulatory authority, or 

it could be transferred to the administration via legislative legislation. Many constitutional 

regimes include constitutional protections to regulate ‘delegated legislation' in the latter 

situation since delegation ‘distorts' the original balance of power[2]. 

1.1.1. Delegated legislation and constitutional protections in the United States 

Let us quickly go across the Atlantic for comparative constitutional ideas in order to apply a 

traditional constitutional yardstick to an examination of delegated legislation in the European 

Union. The beginning of the American "administrative state" may be traced back to 1887, one 

hundred years after the United States was founded. Increasingly technical law was needed as 

the country became more industrialized, particularly in the fields of trade and competition. 

Congress was becoming unable to keep up with the legislative pace demanded. At initially, 

however, nineteenth-century constitutionalism was hostile to the notion of delegating 

legislative responsibilities away from Congress[3]. The judicial ‘non-delegation theory' 
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reflected this resistance. The latter is fundamentally different from the so-called "ultra-vires 

theory," which declares presidential orders unconstitutional because they go beyond the 

statutory mandate. According to the non-delegation concept, the legislative mandate itself 

breaches the separation of powers premise[4]. 

1.1.2. The growth and collapse of the non-delegation concept, from judicial to political 

protections 

The non-delegation doctrine was a cornerstone of nineteenth-century constitutionalism, which 

fought the administrative state's demands: "That Congress cannot delegate legislative power to 

the President is a principle universally recognized as vital to the integrity and maintenance of 

the system of government ordained by the constitution." This fundamental concept of non-

delegation would eventually be relativized to accommodate the administrative state's 

regulatory hunger. The Supreme Court quickly ruled that Congress may delegate authority to 

the President if the latter had "no discretion." It was not the creation of law when the President 

acted "simply in execution of an act of Congress." This interpretation of the non-delegation 

concept permitted delegates while denying that the authority thus transferred was of a 

"legislative" kind. This approach was quickly expanded to include the ‘power to fill in the 

blanks,' as long as Congress established a ‘intelligible' legislative concept[5]. The Supreme 

Court's language approach of denying that the delegated powers were legislative powers 

revealed that it was aware that the absolute non-delegation theory "did not correspond with 

reality," and so "pretended, through word juggling, that the non-delegation doctrine remained 

unimpaired." 

All laws enacted by entities or organizations to whom parliament has delegated statutory 

authority are referred to as Delegated Legislation. Where Acts are created by Parliament, a 

Principal Act may allow for the making of Subsidiary Laws, as well as determining who has 

the power to do so under that Act. Delegated legislation is only possible in the context of an 

enabling or parent Act. The Delegated Statute contains a variety of logistical details necessary 

for the proper implementation of the Act's provisions. It may be mandated by government 

departments, local governments, or the courts[1]. 

Because of its many implications, delegated law is one of the most contentious issues in legal 

theory. Indian democracy is considered to be built on four foundations: the assembly, the 

executive, the judiciary, and the people. These foundations are prohibited from interfering in 

the affairs of others under the constitution[6]. According to the Constitution, the legislature has 

legislative powers, while the executive has the ability to make regulations. Similarly, the court 

has the authority to resolve disputes and administer justice. Although it is important to 

remember that in welfare states, the legislature is responsible for a variety of duties, and it is 

not an easy assignment for the legislature to handle these issues. 

By delegating the legislation from Parliament to the executive or another subordinate, it allows 

different people or organizations to add additional information to an Act of Parliament. In this 

vein, Parliament allows some to create laws and recommendations via delegated legislation 

and necessary regulation (for example, an Act of Parliament). The legislation made by the 

authorized person must be made in accordance with the purpose stated in the Act of Parliament. 

While the Indian Constitution does not explicitly define delegated law, the meaning of Article 

312 of that Constitution may be interpreted. With a two-thirds majority vote in the Rajya Sabha, 

the Rajya Sabha may establish a new branch of the All India Service. This implies that the 

existing All India Service recruiter will get certain legal privileges. Under India's constitution, 

delegated legislation may be construed in a variety of ways[7].  
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1.2.The Lisbon treaty: the revolution that happened  

The Lisbon Treaty fundamentally alters the constitutional foundations that guide executive 

legislation. Whenever did the revolution start and when did it end? The European Parliament 

and the Commission have long considered a dramatic reorganization of the Union's regulatory 

procedure. These concepts first appeared in the Commission's White Paper on "European 

Governance" in 2001. It requested that "who is accountable for policy implementation" be 

made explicit[8]. The Commission should continue to be the primary implementer of executive 

legislation, with its powers limited by "a simple legal mechanism that allows the Council and 

European Parliament, as legislators, to monitor and control the Commission's actions against 

the principles and political guidelines adopted in the legislation." This was an invitation to 

challenge comitology's legality, and it necessitated constitutional change along the lines of: 

This reorganization of the Institutions' responsibilities, which includes delegating executive 

authority to the two legislative bodies and rethinking the current regulatory and management 

committees, raises the sensitive issue of the Institutions' power balance. It should lead to the 

modification of Treaty Article 202, which allows the Council to impose some restrictions on 

the Commission's executive function on its own. Given the co-decision process, which places 

the Council and the European Parliament on an equal footing when it comes to the approval of 

legislation in many areas, that article is no longer relevant[9]. As a result, the Council and the 

European Parliament should share equal responsibility for overseeing the Commission's 

executive functions. In preparation for the upcoming Inter-Governmental Conference, the 

Commission plans to start a study on this subject. 

The Supreme Court and the County Courts have different rules. Parliament grants such persons 

or agencies the authority to create laws for a specific purpose via legislation. It is different in 

England, where a court has been given broad power to establish regulations. This job of 

creating laws has been assigned to the Supreme Court's Laws Committee and the County 

Courts. Entrusting the judicial branch with the regulation of procedural law has a significant 

benefit since it is given to the jurisdiction that understands more about it than anybody else. 

These self-governing organizations have the power to adopt bylaws that affect them and other 

people in that place or who live in a certain geographic region. For one thing, as a public utility 

authority for light, water, and other services, they have the power to enact legislation. These 

authorities are usually given the power to enact laws that regulate their duties. This kind of 

bylaw is susceptible to judicial review. It must be double-checked to verify that the Parent Law 

is not in violation of the law. If Parliament's authority over delegated laws in India is to become 

a living consistency, it is essential to enhance the work of Parliament's advisory bodies and 

establish a distinct legislation, such as the Legislative Instruments Act, that satisfies consistent 

laying and development criteria[10]. The board of trustees should be reinforced by a specific 

authority body to increase the effectiveness of the provided enactment's watchfulness. Aside 

from the numerous measures mentioned above, Parliament's authority over the specified 

enactment should be strengthened. 

When the courts and provincial officials declared that municipal law should be treated as if it 

were administrative law, they made a choice: they chose to treat statutes that incorporate 

municipalities as if they were administrative law, rather than upholding the underlying 

principle of democracy that led governments to create municipalities in the first place. This 

decision was reasonable at an age when democratic ideals were generally rejected and instances 

involving modern laws affecting municipal power were first fought, even if it went against 

previous common-law norms. Such a decision may lead to strange and perplexing legal 

contortions that provide little direction to local authorities in today's Canada, where democratic 
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ideals are generally recognized to constitute the underlying authority of the state. A wide 

judicial power to examine municipal corporation actions was justified when local governments 

were unelected and solely accountable to the Crown via the courts. “The courts have been the 

only remedy open to the local people impacted by the acts of these bodies,” according to Ann 

McDonald. Such a reasoning does not exist now. Many courts are aware of this, but as will be 

shown, many others are not. 

1.3.Safeguards in Delegated Legislation 

1.3.1. The safeguards in delegated legislation are given below:  

 Well-defined limitations: The first protection is that the delegation of legislative authority 

by the parliament be subject to well-defined restrictions at all times. “The appropriate 

limits of the power of law making that Parliament wants to grant to a Minister must always 

be explicitly specified by the Constitution in plain language; when given discretion; its 

boundaries must be stated precisely,” the committee on ministerial powers said. This is 

sound advice for legislators to follow, regardless of the country's constitutional structure. 

 Publication: The rules and regulations must be made available to the public. There seems 

to be a general legislation on the subject in India, but the statutes delegating the law-

making authority itself need prior and subsequent publication in the official Gazette. In the 

United States, the Federal Register Act of 1935 mandates the daily publication in the 

Federal Register of all rules, regulations, and orders of ‘general applicability and legal 

effects,' while the Administrative Procedure Act of 1946 ensures antecedent publicity by 

requiring notice of the purposed rules to be published in the Federal Register. 

 Judicial Scrutiny: Delegated legislation is subject to judicial review by the courts. In this 

regard, the courts' role is to ensure that the exercise of delegated power does not exceed 

the scope of the delegation. If this is the case, the regulations will be deemed null and 

invalid. Parliamentary legislation are not susceptible to judicial review in the United 

Kingdom, and the courts only investigate and decide on the legality of the regulations 

enacted under them. 

 Legislative scrutiny: The legislature's procedures for scrutinizing delegated laws provide 

the fourth protection. In the United Kingdom, this is accomplished via different kinds of 

‘in laying' of regulations before parliament, as specified in the Acts that govern their 

creation. The parliamentary examination of delegated legislation in India is much less 

established than in the United Kingdom. In the vast majority of instances, the parent laws 

provide no provision for the regulations established under them to be laid before 

parliament. Where such a provision exists, the regulations must be laid either for the 

parliament's information or for a period of fourteen to two months after which they become 

effective unless they are changed by parliament in the meanwhile. A proclamation of 

emergency issued by the president, which is supposed to be laid before each house of 

parliament and which, unless accepted by the two houses, expires after two months if not 

approved by the two houses. 

 Same process: All rules that require them to be numbered, printed, published, and 

referenced should follow the uniform approach. 

 Parliamentary supervision: Parliamentary oversight over delegated legislation is an 

effective protection against the executive abusing this authority. In India, a complex 

structure of parliamentary oversight of delegated legislation has been established. 

The following are some of the benefits of delegated legislation: 

 Rules Flexibility: 
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Flexibility is enabled through delegated legislation. Legislation enacted by legislatures is quite 

strict. To implement changes to specific statutes, more stringent amendment processes may be 

required. “If a legislative regulation is both detailed and impractical, the administrator is in a 

pickle,” writes James Halt. Either he must attempt to make the impossible work, thus inviting 

litigation and defeating the statute's true objective, or he must dodge or disregard the text of 

the law.” Administrative rules are more readily modifiable than rules; it is easy to quickly apply 

what has been learned. This is particularly important in areas where fast technological 

advancements are occurring. 

 Save time: 

Delegated legislation allows the legislature to save time. The number of government functions 

has grown dramatically. The Legislature is unable to legislate due to a lack of time and 

resources. As a result, it frees itself from the weight of details by delegating part of the 

legislative authority to the administration. It allows the legislature to focus on critical problems. 

 Making Use of Expert Knowledge: 

Although parliaments are capable of establishing broad principles and goals, members of 

parliaments are not capable of determining minute specifics. Expert officials can better figure 

out the technical intricacies of contemporary laws than members of the legislature. 

 Involved Parties Involved Parties Involved Parties Involved 

It is simple to make rules in collaboration with those who may be impacted. The administration 

communicates with such interests on a daily basis, while the legislature does not. According to 

L D White, “the design of the regulation may, and often does, enable discussion between the 

government and the parties in interest, resulting in a wide consensus that tends toward 

voluntary compliance.” 

 Unforeseen Circumstances Appropriately Met: 

The legislature is unable to anticipate and plan for all eventualities that may occur during the 

implementation of laws and programs. As a result, administrative authorities must be given 

discretionary rights in order to deal with such circumstances by establishing regulations. 

 Proper Rule Drafting: 

The executive's law-making authority is used with the real circumstances in mind by specialists 

delegated for the purpose; rule-making is more likely to be flawless. 

 Useful in an Emergency: 

The House of Commons is not constantly in session. Emergencies are not uncommon 

occurrences that need quick response. It is essential to provide the administration complete 

powers, including the authority of regulation through rulemaking, to respond to emergencies 

such as war and natural disasters. 

 New Fields Experimentation: 

Experiments in areas like urban planning and land development are feasible because to 

delegated legislation. 

1.4.Delegated Legislation's Drawbacks 

The following are some of the drawbacks of delegated legislation: 
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 Individual freedoms are jeopardized: The primary argument against delegated 

legislation is that it may lead to administrative tyranny by vesting authority in the 

administrative authorities. Administrative specialists do not represent the public in the 

legislature, which is made up of elected representatives of the people. In the exercise of 

the rulemaking authority, they may favour administrative convenience over the liberty 

of the people. According to Lord Hewart, the purpose of a subordinate parliament is to 

avoid the courts and leave the executive's whim or caprice unrestrained and paramount. 

 Executive delegation of unrestricted powers: The legislative may transfer far too many 

powers to the executive branch. It may restrict itself to enacting ‘skeleton' legislation 

and allow even issues of principle to be decided by rules. “When the charter is so 

indefinite,” Kemp writes, “the courts certainly cannot control it, and parliament can 

only do so by revoking it entirely; but in such circumstances, which are becoming 

increasingly common, the responsibility rests with parliament itself, and the executive 

cannot be charged with exceeding powers that place such a heavy burden on it.” 

 Inadequate and poor rule publicity: Agreements for rule publishing may be insufficient 

and unsatisfactory, resulting in the ordinary person being ignorant of the rules. This has 

a negative impact on people's interests. 

 Expensive judicial remedy: Courts have the authority to protect citizens against the 

whims of legislators. Because of the procedural obstacles, expense, and time required, 

the citizen may find it difficult to get court relief. Before any administrative authority 

in India may be sued in court, the government must first provide its permission. 

 No regard for public interest: When establishing rules, administrative authorities 

consult mainly organized interests, leaving the unorganized general public out. The 

administration lacks the ability to communicate with the general population about their 

wants and desires. 

 

2. DISCUSSION 

These self-governing bodies have the authority to make its own laws. An organization of 

Workers is another example of this self-contained institution. This organization's laws are 

stated to being optional, however this is not the case. It is fictitious because these laws, like 

other laws including the regulations of a trade organization, industrial union, and so forth, bind 

members in their consequences. Parliament has the authority to create new local authorities or 

modify existing ones. It gives some entities the authority to make their own by-laws for certain 

purposes. Excessive power is exercised for the sake of public health, defence, and good 

governance and governance. Violations of such bylaws result in a penalty. The area, size, and 

scope of state activities are growing every day, making it impossible for Parliament to pass 

laws about each and every subject since they have so much work to do and so many problems 

to address. Parliament is so preoccupied with international affairs and constitutional issues that 

it does not have time to fully implement the legislation. As a result, it merely frames the broad 

portion of the law and gives an overview of the legislation, leaving the executive or any of its 

subordinates to fill in the details in line with the necessary rules and regulations. 

3. CONCLUSION 

Delegated or inferior legislation refers to laws enacted by a competent person under an Act of 

Parliament. Despite the notion that legislation is outside the legislative body's jurisdiction, it 

may transfer its authority to other organizations or individuals via a resolution. The Enabling 

Act refers to the resolution that delegated such power. The Enabling Act establishes broad 

guidelines, and the appointed authority creates specific rules; the principles and criteria set by 
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the Legal Executive should be compatible with the requirements of the elderly. The legal trend 

seen with regard to delegated enactment is in order to create our Constitution for guardians 

whose primary concern was the versatility of the Constitution for the progressing needs of the 

time, despite the fact that there are no clear provisions in the Indian Constitution to authorize 

the assignment of authoritative authority. If you want to ensure that the power of delegated rule 

in government weaponry is not abused, it's critical to establish robust regulatory mechanisms 

such to those employed in the United States, which India has yet to adopt. 
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