™

to minimise finequalities in income and endeavour to,

eliminate inequalities in status. In that case, it was
held that to bring the Dalits and the Tribes into the
mainstream . of national 1ife, the State was to prdvide

facilities and opportunities as it 'is the duty of the

State to fulfil the basic <human and Gcnstitutiuna1,

rights to residents so as to make the right to 1ife

meaningful, In Shantistar Builders R il Naﬁa an

.

Khimalal JTotame [(1890) 1 SCC 5207, another aihch 2 Bify

three \Judgés -had held that basié needs of- man have

“traditionally been accepted to be thfae 5 ' food,

clothing and éhéTter,‘ The rigﬁt te 1ife is 'guaranteéd
in . any civi]isedQSociétwa‘That would take wifhﬁn 11ts
sSWeep vthe right to food, the rfght tor‘c16£hing, the
right Lo decent environmert and é ‘-reascnahfe

accomnodation to live in., The difference Betwéeyf the

need of an animal and a humah being for shelter has’ to

be kept in wview. For af ahimal:> 3¢ s « the bare

protection of the body; for a human beinrg, it has tq‘bé

a suitable accommodation which wou1d allow Him to 'grbw
in every aspect - physical, mental anhd  iatellecfual,

The surplus urban-vacant land was directed to bs- used

to provide shelter to the poor. In 0lga Jellis case

(supra), the Constitution Bench had corsidered the
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