2]

[t is not in dispute chat iRakNiRY Read is o0g

of® the jmportant nain road i skhenainy of appellant-

Corporatinn and it needs ;amovaﬁ of encrpachment for

ffee‘,passing and re-passing of the pedestrians on the
pavemahtﬁlfuotpathﬁﬂ But the_queﬁtﬁoﬁ e wheLHer the

respondents are entitled to alternative settlement

before gjectment of them?

Article 19(1)(3) accords right to‘-fesidence
and settlement in any part of India as 4 fundament?T‘
right: Right to 1ife has heen absured as a basic human
right ‘unaer Hrt1uie 29 ok the Con<t1tut|0n of India.

Article 25(1) of the Un1versa\ Dec1d:dtwnn of Human

nghts declares that everyone has the right to standard

of 1iving adequate for the heaWth dnd w911 be1n9 or
himsa]? and  his famﬁWy; it 1nc1udps food, clothing,
houzing, medical care and necessary social, serviges:

Article 14 (1) of the Intehnational Covenant on

Econnmit, SmciaT and cultural Rights. Tays douwn that

‘State parties to the CovenanL rexogn15e tha at everyohe

has the right to standard of 1iving for hmm%e1f and his

fanily including food, c]othing, housing e L

continuous Tmprovement of 1iving conditions. !
chameli Singh & Qrse ¥« state of U.P: & anr, [11998) 2

spf EA91, 0 pench of three Judges.of this Court had
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